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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

SATURDAY, May 6, 1911. 
The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol­

lowing prayer : 
Eternal God, our heavenly Father, our hearts go out in 

gratitude to Thee for this glorious spring day, token of Thy 
presence and continued care. Bring us, we beseech Thee, 
within the scope of Thy holy influence, that our thoughts may 
harmonize with Thy thoughts and our hearts beat in unison 
with Thy great loving heart, that our work may be in con­
sonance with the eternal fitness of things, and so redound to 
the good of our fellow men. In the spirit of the Lord, Jesus 
Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. .Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
4413, to place agricultural implements and other articles on 
the free list. 

'l'he motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union, for the further con­
sideration of the bill H. R. 4413. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. FIELDS]. 

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I trust I shall not worry the 
patience of the distinguished leader of the minority [Mr. MANN] 
with the few extemporary remarks that I shall make in the short 
space of time that has been allotted to me. It seems that he has 
been greatly wearied in the last few days by the new Members on 
this side of the Chamber. A few days ago he attacked the new 
Members on this side and stamped upon us the brand of igno­
rance. I, with many others, accepted his remarks as an insult, 
and believed that he would have the moral courage to apologize 
for it. But after careful consideration, Mr. Chairman, I have 
come to the conclusion that it is the presence and not the con­
duct, the strength and not the weaIFness, of the new Members of 
this side that is troubling the waters for the senior Member on 
that side. 

It is the presence of the new Members on this side that made 
it possible to elect Hon. CHAMP CLARK Speaker; it is their pres­
ence that enabled this side to overthrow the machine of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that had been manipu­
lated in the interest of the monopolies of this country for so 
many years. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It is the presence of the new Members on this side that makes 
it possible to enact Democratic measures into law, so far as 
this House is concerned, and to fWfill the Democratic promises 
made to the people in the last campaign. 

Mr. Chairman, I come from a district that is probably more 
divided in its industries than any other district represented in 
this Congress. I represent a district composed of 13 counties, 
7 of which are in the fertile blue-grass regions of Kentucky, 
where agriculture is the principal industry, with the other 6 
lying in the mountainous section where the mineral wealth is un­
told, and one of the latter being noted for its iron and lumber-
ing industries. . 

Mr. Chairman, if I were guided by personal feelings, I might 
oppose some features of this bill, but I am not here for the per­
sonal interests of myself or any other man. I am here in the 
interest of my constituents, my State as a whole, and my coun­
try at large. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The best friends that I have in this world, aslde from my 
immediate family, are the largest manufacturers of lumber 
in Kentucky, and it is urged from that side of the Chamber 
that this bill will lead to the destruction of the lumbering in­
dustries of our country. I dispute that statement. I realize 
that it will make lumber a hi.fie cheaper and lighten the bur­
dens of those who consume it, who are largely in the majority 
in my district, as well as the country at large, and I am here 
in the interest of the whole people and not a few people. [.A.p­
plause on the Democratic side.] 

For every manufacturer of lumber in my district there are 
hundreds of builders of homes and thousands of farmers who 
need to buy lumber every year for consumption on their farms, 
and I would be unfaithful to. the great trust they have con­
fided in me if I failed to voice their sentiments and protect 
their interests on this floor. 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard a great deal during this debate 
about the farmer and the benefits that this bill will bring to 
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him. I am glad to hear ilia t ; I am a farmer myself. I Ii ve 
in a country home and am proud of it. Every dollar that I 
have in this world is invested in farming lands in Kentucky, 
and whatever brings prosperity to the farmers of the West, 
the East, the North, and the South will likewise bring it to 
the farmers of Kentucky and myself as well. I am in sym­
pathy with the farmer and guard his interests with jealous 
care. But, while that is h·ue, there is another class that must 
not be forgotten or neglected, but considered first in all legisla­
tion. I speak, Mr. Chairman, "of the toiling millions who con­
stitute the bone and sinews of this Government in time of 
peace and stand as its bulwark of protection in time of war," 
who earn their living by the sweat of their brow and support 
their families by their daily wage. I know their needs and 
hardships, and to them my· heart returns. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

I consider, Mr. Chairman, that the laborer will derive the 
greatest benefits and reap the greatest harvest from this bill, 
because he buys every dollar's worth of food that he and his 
family consumes, while the farmer raises the greater portion 
of it on his farm, and food and clothing are the first and main 
necessaries for which the laborer must provide, and he is 
hardly able to provide that under the existing high prices that 
have been forced upon him by the cruel and merciless hand of 
organized wealth. 

Mr. Chairman, I trust that I may not be misunderstood when 
I refer to organized wealth. I am not a fanatic, and I detest 
fanaticism. I do not place the stamp of greed upon every man 
who possesses wealth, or oppose him because he is we;ilthy. 
As a representative, in part, of this great industrial Nation, I 
realize that it is my plain duty to guard and protect the legiti­
mate business interests of this country. And by doing this I 
do not antagonize the farmer and laborer, for these three great 
elements are dependent upon each other and their interests 
are mutual. The three go hand in hand, and the man who 
would strike a blow at either would perpetrate an. injustice 
against all. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do condemn the great gigantic trusts 
of this country that were born into existence through Repub­
lican legislation and have become so strong, so powerful, and 
so full of greed that they are dismantling and crushing out of 
existence the independent manufactories of the land and plac­
ing through unjust tariff taxation the yoke of oppression on 
the neck of labor. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Another man, or another class, who will derive great benefit 
from this bill is the merchant. That may sound strange to 
some, but, Mr. Chairman, I know from whence I speak. I was 
for a number of years a commercial traveler, and I am proud 
that I have the honor to be identified with that great body of 
business men who represent the great commercial interests of 
this country. Our honorable Speaker [Mr. CLARK], in a speech 
last winter, referred to the commercial travelers as the torch­
lights of information. I do not take that view of it, but I class 
them as the reach, the kingbolt, and, in fact, the running gear 
of the great carriage of commerce. They keep the wheels of 
business rolling, and by competition within their own ranks 
bring lower prices for the consumer when not hindered by the 
trusts. So, in that line of business, I have had an opportunity 
to see and understand what the merchants of this country were 
confronted with by reason of the high prices and the rules of 
the trusts that manufacture the products that they sell daily. 

It has been almost imp·ossible for them to make a legitimate 
profit on their merchandise, because of the continual ad­
vancing prices and the unsettled condition of �t�r�a�d�~�.� And, 
another thing, if they ca,re to deviate from the prices fixed 
by the trust they are put on the black list, a.nd the supply of 
the product is discontinued to them, and by this rule their 
hands are absolutely tied, and they must bow to the dominant 
will of the great monopolies. So, it is apparent that by plac­
ing on the free list the articles mentioned in this bill, the 
merchant will be benefited as well as the consumer. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to draw just a little picture of the 
grand old Republican Party that we have heard so much of. · 
But I want to say in advance that I would not apply this 
picture to the entire Republican Party, for the rank and file 
of the Republican Party, like the rank and file of all other 
parties, is honest and sincere. But that element of that 
party, Mr. Chairman, has been deceived, misled, and misused 
by their leaders, to whom this picture does so :fittingly apply. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The Republican Party. Mr. Chairman, joined in wedlock 
about 16 years ago with Miss Money. The rights of marriage 
were solemnized by the then distinguished Dingley; and, Mr. 
Chairman, they were not bidden by their uniter, as were the 
first couple that were ever joined in wedlock, to go fortil and 
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multiply and replenish the earth, but they received the prom­
ise that they should in time to come own and control the 
wealth of the world. They took up their abode rn the 
National Capitol and were prosperous and happy. But, un­
fortunately for the American people, there was never a legiti­
mate heir born to this union. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] But they created three artificial sons, and by legislative 
manipulation breathed into them the spirit of life. -They 
named one of them Andrew, another one John P., and another 
one John D. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

And they, like most adopted children, have been running their 
parents ever since. Father Republican directed his companion 
to go out in the fields of industry and take care-of his sons, 
and said, "I will remain in the National Capital and see that 
measures are enacted into law that will enable our sons to 
do whatsoever they will, and accomplish whatever they wish 
in the business affairs of the land. Go build factories, and I 
will enact laws that will enable them to collect from the 
American consumer a double, yea, a treble, profit on their 
manufactured products by placing upon the statute books a 
tariff law that will restrict foreign competition. Go purchase 
for a trifle · the hidden mineral wealth that lies in the bowels of 
the earth, and I will girn you tariff protection that will �m�a�~�e� 
it worth untold millions; go de\elop the oil fields, and I will 
make the tariff duty so high on oil that foreign oil will never 
strike a blaze in this tariff-protected land of ours." And, Mr. 
Chairman when Father Republican saw how well oil had 
worked, �h�~� decided to try water for a project, and he put John 
P. to building railroads on water stock. [Applause on .. the 
Democratic side.] 

And, Mr. Chairman, he did not stop there._ He enacted laws 
that enabled them to go into the great undeveloped West and 
grab the great public domain that should ha>e been reserved 
for our homeless. Nor did he stop there. He enacted laws 
that enabled them to seize the great water-power sites of 
the West which enabled them to fasten their monopolistic grip 
on the �f�~�r�m�i�n�g� sections of the arid lands. Ah, l\Ir. Chairman, 
nor did he stop there. Old Glory was hardly unfurled under 
Alaska's skies until he made provisions for them to seize and 
monopolize the coal that lies beneath Alaska's soil. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, the work of building this monopolistic struc­
ture was not done by guess. Every corner stone and every 
piece of material contained in it was cut and laid by a blue­
print drawn by a Republican architect, and the workmen who 
built it were put through rigid examination before they were 
employed, and no man was permitted to even act as hod 
carrier who was not an admirer of the plan. 

These examinations were held, l\Ir. Chairman, in the political 
fields When a man of the Republican Party expressed his 
�d�e�s�i�r�~� to go to the National Congress he was �i�n�t�e�r�v�i�e�~�e�d� 
right away by a special agent who was a member of the build­
inO' committee and if this aspirant was not in fnll sympathy 
with the plans' of the structure he was then and there " canned " 
and laid on the shelf. regardless of his efficiency or his noble­
ness of character or lo"ve for the American people. When the 
Democrats made their nominations the agents were likewise 
sent to the Democratic candidates, and if they seemed inclined to 
antagonize this monopolistic work, that was so rapidly pro­
gressing a sufficient amount of the money that these monsters 
had �w�r�~�n�g� from the pockets of the American people by tariff 
taxation was poured into his district to secure his defeat. And 
by this practice, 1\Ir. Chairman, they kept in the �N�a�t�i�~�n�a�l� Con­
gress a sufficient number of Senators and Representatives who 
were in sympathy with their plans to keep them moving on. 
That has been done repeatedly, and we know it. 

Another asset they had was the old soldiers. They went into 
the East, the North, and the West and appealed to the soldiers 
to stand by them saying, •: Yon receive your pensions from us 
and must rally to' our support." When congressional campaigns 
came every pensioner was expected to fall in line, and so he 
did. But after awhile, l\Ir. Chairman, the pensioners, the men 
who took up their muskets and left home and loved ones and 
went forward to offer their bodies as targets and their lives 
as sacrifices on the battle field that the Union might .not be dis­
solved discovered that there were discriminations between them. 
They began to investigate and found that the men who had served 
for four long years in the Civil War, who had done service for 
their country and honor to themselves, were not, in many in­
stances, receiving as much money as those who had served 
from 90 days to 6 months, who probably never shouldered a 
musket or saw actual service. They began to ask themselves 
the question how it had occurred and began to discover the 
reason. 

The reason, Mr. Chairman, was that these fortunate creatures 
were better politicians than they themselves. And the Repre­
sentative came to Congress indebted to these politicians a.nd 
gave special attention to their claims, and I say-and it can 
not be disputed-that the men who are receiving the most lib­
eral pensions to-day are the soldiers who are the best politicians, 
and not the men who endured the most hardships, who braved 
the greatest dangers, and did the most for their country or 
fought the hardest for their country's rights. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Another great asset upon which they have relied is the col­
ored >ote. They seek to arnuse the passion of the colored voter 
by reminding him of the days of slavery. They say to him, 
"We are the gods of liberty, through us your freedom came," 
and at the same time reestablishing slavery among the white 
people of the world by advocating and conducting .white-slave 
trade by importing white-pauper laborers from Europe and' 
subjecting them to a most deplorable condition of slavery by 
placing them in guarded factories and mines at a less wage 
than the American laborer can subsist ori. Instead of making 
him an American citizen they make him an American slave, 
and place him in competition to the American labor, even the 
colored laborer of the South, for the purpose of increasing the 
fortunes of some of the most gigantic trusts of this country. 

These schemes have been popular, but they are getting old. 
The people have begun to awaken, and the time is coming when 
they can no longer be controlled by fairy tales. 

The CHAill.l\IAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield five minutes more to the gen­

tleman. 
Mr. FIELDS. .l\fr. Chairman, the people all over the country, 

everywhere, have heard of the-good things that were to come. 
The laboring men, who had heard the slogan of the" full dinner 
pail" for many years, began to realize that it was harder for 
them to pay their grocery bills than ever before, and began to 
wonder where the trouble was. They began to read for them­
selves, they began to think for themselves, and began to find, 
Mr. Chairman, that the wealth of the country was being con­
centrated into the hands of a few by the machine of the Repub· 
lican Party, or the laws which that machine had placed upon 
the statute books. 

l\Ir. Chairman, I love the American people for their honesty, 
loyalty, and independence. They are firm in their convictions. 
They are loyal to their friends, and so long as the Republican 
Party had them believing that it was the friend of the 
laboring man, the toiling maBses stood shoulder to shoulder 
with that party in political warfare, but, Mr. Chairman, when 
they began to realize that they had been deceived, when they 
began to realize that the protective-tariff system was protecting 
the classes and oppressing the masses-and this fact dawned 
upon them in lVlO--they raised up in their might and demanded 
their rights at the polls on November 8th and commissioned ;us 
to do the work in which we are now engaged and will soon com­
plete. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard it said on that side of the 
House that this free-list bill would not become a law. I want 
to say to the gentlemen that it will become a law. It will pass 
this House, and if defeated in a Republican Senate or vetoed 
by a Republican President it will again come before a Demo­
cratic House in 1913, be passed by a Democratic Senate, and 
signed by a Democratic President. [Applause on the Demo­
cratic side.] 

l\Ir. Chairman, I want to say in conclusion that the stories 
the Republican Party has been telling the people, for lo ! these 
many years, have become stale and will no longer endure, and 
the still, small voice of justice that spoke the principles of 
Democracy into existence so long ago is to-day appealinO' to 
the men of this Republic to rise up in a spirit of h·ue and in­
dependent citizenship and restore to the hands of the people 
the reins of this Government, where they so justly belong. 
The sovereign. will of justice has decreed that the wig of lamb's 
wool shall be lifted from the head of the wolf-this tariff 
machine-and the yoke of oppression from the neck of labor. 
[Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to 
the gentleman from l\Iississippi [Mr. CoLLIER]. 

1\Ir. COLLIER. Mr. Chairman, at the very commencement of 
my remarks I want to deny the assertion hich has been made 
on the Republican side of this Chamber that the pending free­
list bill is a compensatory measure given to the farmers to com­
pensate them for the Canadian reciprocity agreement, which 
passed the House about two weeks ago. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.J 
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There is absolutely nothing in that contention. There is not 

an article upon this free-list bill which is not the fulfillment of 
u Democratic pledge made to the people for the last 10 years. 
We·pl'ornised them on the stump, on the platform, on the floor 
of this Hom:;e, and in om campaign book, long before we ever 
dreamed that there was going to be any legislation on a Cana­
dian reciprocity agreement, that we would put agricultural im­
plements, meat products, cotton bagging and ties, and other 
products and articles in. the pending bill upon the free list. 
This same, this identical bill would, at the first opportunity, 
have been presented by the Democratic Party to the considera­
tion of this House whether we had had any Canadian reci­
procity legislation or not. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

'l'he passage of this bill will be a fulfillment of another Demo­
cratic promise. It is in no way a measure to compensate the 
farmer for the reciprocity agreement, which we contend is 
absolutely no detriment to him, but, on the contrary, a benefit, 
for every Democrat belie-ves that a tariff on agricultural prod­
ucts is a sham and a pretense. 

I have been amused during the long debate on Canadian reci­
procity and the pending free-list bill to find that only one Mem­
ber on the Republican side has had the boldness to defend the 
Payne-Aldrich bill. The distinguished ex-Speaker, the gentle­
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], says that he agrees with the 
President of the United States that it was the greatest tariff 
bill ever enacted, but I find that no other Member on that side 
has the boldness or the temerity to make such an assertion. 
Those who two years ago were so enthusiastic in support of 
that measure are now as silent as the grave, and are unwilling 
to commit themselves by saying one word of praise in its be­
half. I trust that this presages the coming of a better day, 
the abandoning by the Republican Party of the doctrines and 
principles of protection. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the 
great masses of the American people have become dissatisfied 
with these principles; that they are tired of a system of taxa­
tion which keeps one hundred men poor to make one man enor­
mously rich. 

Using the Federal power of taxation in levying tariff duties 
as a pretext for the collection of revenue and the upbuilding 
of infant industries, and this power early leaning to privilege 
and favoritism, it has encouraged a protective-tariff system, 
which, expanding beyond the fondest hopes of its advocates, 
now stifles all competition and has promoted the development 
and growth of gigantic trusts and combines, the method and 
magnitude of whose operations are causing uneasiness and 
concern to all thoughtful minds. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Protection is the legitimate offspring of favoritism and privi­
lege. It means a corrupted and coerced ballot. It means an 
endless train of perpetual lobbyists. It is a harbinger of woe 
and want and misery and dissatisfaction. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] It gives bounties to its favorites and extends 
subsidies to the few at the expense of the many. It has driven 
the American flag from the face of the seas. As John G. Car­
lisle once said, "It puts the Government into partnership with 
certain classes of its citizens, and while it compels others to 
furnish the capital, allows its favorites to receive all the profits." 
It levels legislation to the dignity of a bargain counter, for if 
orie protectionist is giYen a tax on an article he makes to benefit 
his private business, he is more than willing in return to make 
all the people contribute a tax and a subsidy to insure any 
other protectionist's private business a profit. It leads to the 
worst form of goyernmental extravagance by its insidious and 
indirect method of plundering the people. It means the develop­
ment and growth of gigantic trusts, for having stifled all com­
petition by prohibitive and outrageous tariff rates, a complete 
monopoly on all articles of consumption and manufacture is 
assured. It means giving one man permission to thrust his hand 
into another man's pockets and, forcibly taking from him the 
product of his sweat and his toil, convert it to his own use 
without the fear of the criminal law. [Applause on the Demo­
cratic side.] 

Protection leads to aristocracy, as rude an aristocracy as 
sprang up in ancient days, when superiority of brain and brawn 
brought about caste and caste brought about privilege. In the 
days of the Grachii, this aristocracy of wealth and power, 
arrogant and oppressive, owned all the land and worked it with 
slaves, forcing the people away from the farms to the cities 
and the highways. To-day, over 2,0-00 years after the Grachii 
laid down their lives in defense of civil liberty, to-day, by 
favored legislation, we find that a few tariff-swollen industries, 
like the aristocracy of old, are cornering the wealth and prop­
erty of the world. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Those who believe in this aristocracy of wealth and power 
find their American authority in Alexander Hamilton, the god 
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of Republican idolatry and the source of all their inspiration. 
You gentlemen will doubtless remember that a week or two 
ago, when two resolutions were sent in from the Senate, one 
appropriating $100,000 for a monument to Jefferson and one 
appropriating $100,000 for a monument to Hamilton, that when 
the name of Thomas Jefferson, the author of the Declaration 
of Independence, the great commoner, the defender and palladium 
of the people's rights was mentioned, not a word of approval 
was heard upon that side of the Chamber, but when the name 
of Alexander Hamilton, the defender of privilege, the champion 

·of caste, the exponent of a centralized form of government, 
who would have made of the infant Republic a monarchy with­
out a throne, and placed in charge of its destinies a king with­
out a scepter, when his name was mentioned, upon that side of 
the House there rang tumultuous and deafening and approving. 
applause. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

This great exponent of a centralized form of government once 
said, "Society divides itself into two political divisions, the 
few and the many, who have distinct interests. The aris­
tocracy ought to be entirely separate. Their power should be 
permanent," continued this champion of caste, " and theJ-should 
have the caritas liberorum." . 

He believed, as many protectionists believe to-day, that the 
aristocracy, the recipients of special legislation, who by means 
of these governmental privileges have raised themselves above 
their fellows, that this aristocracy of wealth and power alone 
are competent to legislate and think for the rest of mankind. 
Despite the applause which rang so loud upon that side of the 
Chamber, it is a consoling thought that nowhere among the 
great masses of the people-the people whom Hamilton was 
a!raid to trust-it is a consoling thought that nowhere among 
them do we find his ardent disciples. The man who wants a 
privilege, the man who represents the great interests, the man 
who reaches out for favored legislation and seeks special pro­
tection is the man who invokes the spirit of the dead Fed­
eralist. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Protection means a hardship to American labor, for it enor­
mously raises the price of everything he· eats and wears, while 
the tax on raw materials keeps out importations. If this tax 
were removed, there would be cheaper raw products and more 
material to go into finished articles, which would bring a les­
sened cost to the consumer and greater prosperity to all. The 
large increase of the amount of raw material put into manu­
factured articles would give increased employment to thousands 
now idle but vainly seeking work at the factories. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

The protectionist tells us that by reason of protection he will 
give higher wages to the workingman. Ah, my friends, primi­
tive man, sleeping in dens and caves, living on raw and un­
cooked food, starting in trembling dread at every sound, des­
perately matching his cunning against the cunning of the beast, 
fought for his food and the preservation of his life. But now, 
after centuries of civilization, now walled up in a great factory, 
shut out from the light of day, filling his lungs with dust and 
ashes, toiling and sweating 12 hours out of the 24, yielding his 
blood, his muscle, and often his life to the rapacious greed of 
the manufacturing trusts, the workingman employed by these 
trusts is looking in vain for an increased wage by reason of 
increased protection. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The legislation of Solon, 600 years before the birth of Christ, 
repealed the cruel and unnatural law, where a man, unable to 
meet his obligations, became the slave of his creditor; but there 
is no modern Solon, who has set free the thousands of indus­
trial slaves working in the manufactories of Pittsburg and 
other cherished homes of protection in the United States. [Ap­
plause on the Democratic side.] 

The protectionist tells us that by reason of the increased 
profit he wrings from all the people by tariff taxation he is 
enabled to gi-ve better wages to the workingman. Of course he 
is able to, but will he do it? The tariff-protected owner of a 
great factory is able to pay $20 a barrel for his fl.our and $1 a 
pound for his meat, but does he do it? He pays the regular 
market price for his flour and his meat; the same market price 
that the man working in his factory from dawn until dark 
pays for his flour and his meat. 

Of course he is able to pay better wages to his workingmen, 
but he will not do it, and, in proof of what I say, I am reliably 
informed that over 75 per cent of the laboring men employed 
in the great manufacturing cities of Providence and Pittsburg, 
favored homes of protection in the United States, that over 75 
per cent of this labor are foreigners, many of whom can neither 
read, write, nor speak the English �l�a�n�g�u�a�g�~� and are thus em­
ployed because they can be secured cheaper and at lower wages 
than Ameri{!an labor. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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I do not belie;-e that the wages of the American workingmen revenue lost to the Government would be over $6,500,000. He 
a.re higher than those abroad. They may look more in dollars confused the tax. on bagging with that of burlaps, bags, and so 
and �c�e�n�t�s�~� but our labor is the most efficient in the world. By forth, for if every bale of cotton grown in the United States, 
reason of the skill of American labor and the improved ma- based on a 12,000,000-bale crop, were wrapped in imported bag­
chineTy of the manufacturer, our labor can produce consider- ging it would only amount to about $625,000. Yet of this 
ably more in a given time than the labor of other countries. $625,000 less than $100,000 goes into the Treasury of the United 
I have heard it stated several times upon the floor of this· States; the balance, of over half a million dollars, is wrung 
House that our labor can perform three times as much in a from the farmers of the South and goes into the coffers of the 
given time as the labor of other countries. And suppose he Bagging Trust. It costs the farmers of the South over $600,000 
does get a few cents more in actual wages, why, by reason of to wrap the products of their soil, while binding twine, made from 
outrageous tariff legislation, $1 in Europe will often buy as the same vegetable, the same piece of jute, is giYen absolutely 
much as $2 will buy here. I do not believe, l\Ir. Chairman, if free to the far.piers of the West to bind up the products of their 
the enormous profits the tariff-swollen manufacturers now re- soil. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
ceive were doubled that the wages of American labor would The farmer is forced to pay to the Woolen Trust three prices 
increase 1 cent, for the protectionist is selfish; he is unwilling for the blankets he puts upon hls bed and upon every woolen 
to divide his spoil with anyone. [Applause on the Democratic article he may buy for his family to protect them from the 
side.] chilling blasts of winter. He is forced to pay this same trust a 

If, Mr. Chairman, the condition of the American workingman subsidy of from $6 to $8 upon every $10 suit of woolen clothing 
has improved, I for one will never believe that this condition he may buy for his boys. He is robbed and plundered in a 
has been brought about either through tariff legislation or by thousand ways, and if he murmurs, if he is disposed to object 
the gen1.;rosity of the great manufacturing trusts of the country, to this system of legalized highway robbery, if he complains be­
but rather that it has been wrung from these trusts by the in- cause of this unjust discrimination, he is comforted and con­
creased demand for manufactured articles, by the improved ma- soled by the assurance that his interest has been well taken 
chinery of the manufacturer, by the efficiency and skill of the care of, he has been protected as well as the manufacturer, for 
American workingman, and, above all, by the strength and po- he has been given a tax on agricultural products. 
tency and power of organized American labor. [Applause on l\fr. Chairman, the gentlemen on the other side of the Cham­
the Democratic side.] Protection works a hardship on the ber may talk about the beauties and glories of protection until 
farmer. He sells his products in competition with the world, they are black in the face, but the fact remains that the Ameri­
yet everything he buys for his home, hls farm, and his family can people, becoming dissatisfied with the unjust and unequal 
pays tribute to the tariff. We have heard much in the last system of taxation prevailing in this country, have turned the 
few days about taking the tariff away from the farmer. The regulation of these matters over to the Democratic Party [ap­
pTOtection friends of the farmer have attempted to deceive him plause on the Democratic side]-a party founded upon the 
by placing a tariff on agricultural products. This tax is· noth- principles of right and justice, as eternal, as everlasting as the 
ing but a sham and a deception. The theory of a protecte<.I hills themselves. Millions of anxious people to-day are turning 
tariff is to protect the home product from competition frolli their eyes in this direction and looking to us to tear down the 
abroad. Why, a tax of 1 cent or 100 cents upon each pound great wall of protection which stands between them and pros­
of short staple cotton brought into this country would ha·ve no perity. 'l'he dismal prophecies of ruin and disaster-made by 
more effect upon the price of short cotton. than the fall of Troy. our political opponents, as they saw the power of governmental 
for short staple cotton is not imported into this country. Liver- control slipping from them, after nearly half a century of abuse 
pool does not export cotton to Vicksburg, because cotton can be , and misrule of that power, have turned out to be about as true 
bought cheaper in Vicksburg than it can in Liverpool, but as the a".erage Republican promise. [Applause on the Demo­
Vicksbnrg does eXJ)ort cotton to Liverpool, because it can be era.tic side.] 
sold for more in Liverpool than in Vicksburg. Paris do.es not The wise, conservati-ve policy adopted by the Democratic 
export cattle and hogs, nor does Berlin and Moscow export 1 Members of this Honse since the November election has excited 
wheat to Chicago. London does not export corn to St �L�o�u�i�s�~� the admiration of the country and won even the reluctant re­
Cattle, hogs, and live stock generally and corn and wheat and spect of our adversaries. The Democratic Party �t�o�~�d�a�y� stands 
other agricultural products can be more profitably raised in the united, shoulder to shoulder, like a Grecian phalanx, presenting 
United States than they can abroad. an impenetrable, an impregnable front to all enemies of good 

If these products can not be successfully brought into the government and equal legislation. [Applause on the Demo­
United States and sold at a profit, if it be impossible tor for- cratic side.] 
eign agric.ultuxal products to successfully compete on American ' The absolute harmony prevailing in our counsels and the 
soil with American-raised products, then a tariff on these fixed and steady determination to carry �o�u�~� e1e1·y promise and 
products of $1 or $10 would have absolutely no effect upon the pledge made by our party may well cause consternation in the 
price of these products. It would have no effect, either by way ranks of the opposition. Those whose only hope to regain lost 
of revenue to the Government or protection to the farmer. political preferment is to profit by the errors of their adver· 
There would be no revenue to the Goverrurient, bEicause foreign saries. have at least thus far met with a cruel; a bitter disap· 
products could not afford to be brought into the United States pointment. 
and sold at a loss; and there would be no protection to the But, Mr. Chairman, far be it from me at this or any other 
farmer, for there would be nothing to protect. as these products time to present the appearance of boasting over the destroyed 
do not come into competition with American-raised products. fortunes of a fallen, a repudiated, and a demoralized adversary. 

Yet, Mr. Chairman, flimsy pretexts of this kind are used to ' It would be too ungenerous. Still all teachings of the past, all 
console the farmer for �t�h�~� millions of dollars wrung from his lessons of history, are criterions by which the wise who would 
pockets every year by the plundering hand of a tariff.' [Ap- profit are guided. 
plause on the Democratic side.J A little over two yen.rs ugo a great political party assumed the 

All that he makes he sells in competition with the world, responsibilities of government. In absolute control of every 
regulated by the inexorable law of supply and demand; yet governmental department, flushed with the intoxication of vie­
w hen he buys he is forced to pay to the Steel Trust a flubsidy . tory, drunk with the exercise of power, enriched by the spoils 
of over 11 cents on every pound of hinges and bolts that he of office, strengthened by the dispensing of an enormous patron­
may need for his house and his barn. He is forced to pay a age, swollen with the conceit of repeated and continued indorse­
tax of $4.50 on every $10 worth of chains that he may need ou ment, fancying they possessed the confiden.ce of a majority of 
his farm. He is forced to pay a tariff of 40 cents on e-rery the American people, they were serene and confident in the full 
dollar's worth of table and kitchen utensils for his household. assurance of their strength and power. But to-day, despite all 
He is forced to give the trust an extra profit of 25 cents· on those tremendous advantages, to-day their majorities are gone, 
every dollar he puts in a saw. He is forced to pay a tribute of 1 their pride is humbled. the confidence they once inspired has 
$1.50 on a $10 plow and $1.20 on an $8 harrow. He is forced vanished, their strength and boasted power is dissipated. and 
to pay 15 cents for every dollar that goes into a gin stand, into that once great political organization hopelessly and helplessly 
a harvester, a mowing machine, or a cultivator. Ile is forced drifting on a sea of broken promises was on the 8th day . of 
to pay to the Agricultural Implement Trust a subsidy of $26.25 last November completely wrecked and shattered on the rocks 
on a $75 wagon. He is forced to pay to the three or four con- and shoals of duplicity and deception. [Appl::tuse on the Demo­
cerns which constitute the Bagging Trust a tax of over 5 cents cratic side.] 
for the bagging which wraps each bale of his cotton. It is sad to profit by the misfortunes of others, nevertheless 

The distinguished gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 1\foNDELL] wisdom would not permJt, nor would prudence dictate or com­
made �~� statement on the floor of the House the other day, in mon sense approve, that we, commissioned by an indignant and 
which he said, in response to a question propounded to him by disappointed people, should invade the depths of error and com­
me, that if the tax were taken off of cotton bagging the mit ourselves to the similar fate which has �c�h�a�r�a�c�t�e�r�i�z�~�d� your 
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course, crowned as it has been by deception and defeat. [Ap­
plause on the Democratic side.] 

The promise made by you with apparent sincerity to the 
people, but shamelessly broken and betrayed, that promise is 
now committed to our hands for redemption, by the lessening 
of burdens made grievous and unbearable, by unjust dis­
crimination and unpardonable partiality. And responsibility 
for failure to lift these burdens will be laid at your door, when 
all earnest and honest effort, here in this House accomplished, 
shall meet with either indorsement or rejection at your hands 
in other plnces, as you will, and possess the power to do. [Ap­
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, an honest reduction of the prohibitive rates 
of this outrageous tariff is what the great masses of the Amer­
ican people demand, expect, and implore; and, so help me God, 
I belieye and feel, in spite of Republican protest and Republican 
opposition, that the Democratic Party is going to gi've it to them. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The reduction of these prohibitive rates may affect some 
manufactories which have fattened at the expense of the public. 
It may reduce the enormous profits of some tariff-swollen in­
dustries. It may make some of the recipients of favored legisla­
tion feel resentful and abused. It may do all this, but an 
honest reduction of the prohibitive rates of this tariff will 
result in tremendous importance and benefit to the great 
masses of the American people. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

And though the spoilsman and the camp follower, like the 
Arabs of old, may "fold their tents and silently steal -away," 
yet all patriotic lovers of their country and good government 
will remain. 

Mr. Chairman, since man first established an organized gov­
ernment there has always been present those who sought to 
flll'ther their own selfish ends at the expense of that govern­
ment. Such selfishness is present in our country to-day. Spe­
cial interest and favored legislation are now interwoven 
throughout the warp and woof of our system of government. 
The struggle for the rights of man, for equal legislation, which 
has been going on for centuries, is going on to-day. EYery man 
who presllmes to legislate for others must take part in this 
struggle. For him there can be no middle ground. He will be 
forced out into the open field. He will be forced to stand on the 
one side or the other, for the skulker and the coward will be 
shot between the lines. On the side of manhood, of civic 
virtue, of human liberty, of equal legislation, of local self­
government, of the Constitution of the fathers; or, on the side 
of privilege and class, of the dollar and its materinl reward, of 
favored legislation and Federal encroachment. [Prolonged ap­
plause on the Democratic side.] 

the impossible feat of riding two horses going in exactly op­
posite directions. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

If your protective policy really assists the manufacturers, 
if it actually gives them higher prices for their prodt:. ::ts, then, 
by the simple reasoning of deduction, somebody must pay the 
freight. You can not take something from nothing. The farmer 
knows that if the protected manufacturing industry is gh-en an 
addition,al profit, it is done at the expense and discouragement 
of agricultural and pastoral pursuits, and you can not longer 
throw dust in the eyes of the American farmer with your pro­
tective-farm-product "bun.co." Do not deceive yourselves about 
the American laborer, either, for whatever false defense you 
may make of your tariff plunder, you can no longer convince 
the workingman that he is getting a square division of the 
spoils. 

Against your protective-tariff system we make the charge 
of inequality and injustice. We charge that such policy has 
been carried to the limit of unmitigated graft; and we on this 
side of the House believe that, whether legalized or outlawed, 
graft has no vested rights and inequality and injustice no just 
claim to respectability. [Applause.] 

�M�E�X�I�C�A�~� GHOST �I�I�U�~�T�E�R�S�.� 

Some of the boys at home have been exercising themsel-ves 
about the products of 1\Iexico, and especially have some of our 
stock men become uneasy about the importation of 1\Iexican 
cattle and their products. 

I will insert in the REcoRD some data, taken from the Sta­
tistical Abstract and Commerce and Finance of 1009, a careful 
study of which should put to an eternal end all ghost hunting 
in that vicinity: 

CATTLE. 

Imvorted from Mexico, 1909 (p. 164, Commerce and 
Finance, 1909)---------------------------------­

I!.'xported to Mexico, 1909 (p. 468, Commerce and Finance, 
1909) ---- ___ ._ ------------------------------------

Total cattle in United States Jan. 1, 1910 (p. 734, Sta-
tistical Abstract, 1909 >---------------------------­

Total cattle in Mexico, 1902--------------------------
COAL. 

Bituminous, imported from ·Mexico, 1909 {p. 206, Com­
merce and Finance, 1909 >------------------------­

Anthracite, exported to Mexico, 1909 (p. 510, Commerce 
nnd Finance, 1909)------------------------------­

Bituminous, exported to Mexico, 1909 (p. 510, Commerce 
and Finance, 1909 >-------------------------------­

Total anthracite pr<i<luced in United States, 1909 (p. 593, 

Number. 

128,069 

8,372 

69,080,000 
5,142,457 

Tons. 

42 

1,049 

655,786 
Statistical Abstract, 1909) __________________________ 74, 347, 102 

Total bituminous produced In the United States, 1909 
(p. 594, Statistical Abstract, 1909)------------------ 296, 941, 021 

Anthracite and bituminous in Oklahoma, 1008 (p. 204, 
Statistical Abstract, 1909)------------------------- 2, 632, 246 

Short tons. 
Mr. UN""DERWOOD. I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman Estimated supply in Oklahoma (p. 31, Statistical Abstract, 

from Oklahoma [Mr. CARTEI!]. �1�9�0�9�)�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�~�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�- 79,219,000 
Mr. CARTER. l\Ir. Chairman, enough has certainly been said 

on this measure to justify action one way or the other without 
further debate; and my excuse for inflicting this effusion upon 
this unoffending presence is that I have heard from the boys at 
home. [Laughter and applause.] 

This farmers' free-list bill is the logical complement to the 
Canadian reciprocity bill in that it unlocks to a freer exchange 
of commodities the door so long kept closed by the restrictive 
policy of Republican protection. .Moreover, it is a step toward 
the reduction of the much-discuss:ed high cost of living, which 
is perhaps felt most acutely by that class of people known as 
the farmer and laboring man. 

It has always been asserted by the apostles of high protec­
tion on that side of the House that by giving the farmer 
cheaper commodities we do an injustice to the workingman; 
but now that you seem to be impaled on the other horn of the 
dilemma, you face about and tell us that by giving the laboring 
man cheaper commodities we do an injustice to the farmer. 
You set your argument like the Arkansas negro set his 'coon 
trap-so as to catch 'em a-comin' and a-gwine. 

When I was being initiated into the book learning of the 
white man I was caused to take up a study called philosophy, or 
physics. By that study I came, in my simple way, to under­
stand something of the principles of gravitation and equilibrium. 
One of the examples given my class was that of the seesaw. 
We were shown, by practical application, that when weight 
was applied to one end of the seesaw gravitation ine-vitably 
overcame equilibrium; that end went down and the other end 
up. But now our friends across the aisle seem to be following 
some kincl of nebulous, will-o'-the-wisp sophistry which teaches 
that both ends of the seesaw can be raised at once. 

Ah! my friends of the minority, you can not ride both ends 
of the seesaw at one and the same time. We know that you 
are professional political acrobats, but you can not perform 

OIL. 

Imported from Mexico, 1909 (p. 297, Commerce and 
l!'inance, 1909), value $321------------------------­

Exported to Mexico, 1909 {p. 660, Commerce and Finance, 

Gallons. 

6,978 

1909), value $1,184,398---------------------------- 27,554,581 
If these " :Mexican ghost hunters " will glance but �c�a�s�u�~�l�l�y� 

fato these figures they will find that the total number of cattle 
in the United States on January 1, 1910, was over 69,000,000 head, 
nud the total number of cuttle in Mexico, from the last reports I 
ha Ye been able to get, was only a little over 5,000,000. The popu­
lation of the United States, by the recent census, is something 
like 02,000,000 persons, that of Mexico so:µiething over 13,000,000 
persons. By a simple calculation it will be seen that in the 
United States there are about 7 cattle to every 9 persons, while 
in Mexico there are only 7 cattle to every 17 persons. What 
does this show? It shows that if the tariff is removed and 
the bars taken down between the two countries the movement 
of cattle products must necessarily be toward Mexico rather 
than from Mexico, so that instead of the much-feared importa­
tion of 1\Iexican beef our southwestern stockmen will haYe an 
opportunity to supply the Mexican trade. 

This calls to my mind the panic of the oil and coal operators 
of Oklahoma two years ago when the Payne-Aldrich tariff law 
was under consideration. It then looked as if the tariff would 
be reduced on oil, and the oil magnates of our country thronged 
the corridors of every hotel in this city. 

We were told that with a low tariff Mexican oil would prac­
tically displace the product of Texas and Oklahoma, and yet it 
will be seen from above figures that Mexico sold to us during 
that Yery year only 6,978 gallons, valued at $321, while we sold 
for Mexican consumption 27,554,581 gallons, nt a Yaluation of 
$1,184,398. In other words, for eYery gallon of oil imported 
into the United States from l\lexico, about 4,000 gallons were 
exported from this country to Mexico. 
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We were told if oil were placed on the free list it would 
eternally ruin all the independent producers. Oil �~�a�s� placed 
?n the free list, the price has been maintained, and production 
m Oklahoma has increased ever since that date: 

We als? heard ghost stories about Mexican coal supplying 
the Amencan trade, and yet the abov-e table shows that only 
42 tons of bituminous coal were imported from Mexico into the 
United States during the entire year 1909. 

COMPARISON WITH PAYNE-ALDRICH LAW FREE LIST. 

l\Iy Republican friends, you criticise this farmers' free-list 
bill. Let us see how it compares with your free list in the 
Payne-Aldrich tariff law. · 

One of the first things that arrests our attention in your free 
list is apatite, yet the only thing you have given the farmer 
with which to satisfy this appetite is manna; and as manna 
does not seem to be raining from the skies any more, in these 
days of boasted Republican prosperity, we have given the 
farmer something more substantial, by placing in our free list 
all kinds of meats, bread, breakfast food, and meal and flour 
of all character and description. 

Dragon's blood and dried blood are on the Republican free 
list. How perfectly in keeping with the blood-sucking policy of 
a high protective tariff! Instead of these sanguinary exhibits 
we give to the farmer free barbed wire, free baling wire, free 

- fence wire, and free cotton ties. 
Fossils and skeletons are on your free list. An archrelogical 

research instituted by our retrenchment committee just before 
the convening of this session of Congress disclosed the exii;:t­
ence of fossils galore right about the sacred precincts of this 
Chamber. All of them have been exported at a saving to the 
people of more than $180,000 per annum. But if you are look­
ing for skeletons, just peep into a Republican closet and yon 
will find enough skeletons to frighten an .Alabama negro into 
the Gulf of Mexico. We do not recognize the existence of fos­
sils and skeletons in the Democratic Party, so we have given 
to the farmer free timber and free lumber-surcease to the 
homebuilder from the extortions of the Lumber Trust. 

Leeches ! Shades of Lincoln ! My Republican friends, is there 
no limit to your presumption? If there is anything on earth 
that this country has become overstocked with during your Re-

. publican �~�s�t�e�m� of high protection, it is leeches. Duriug the 
very dayg of the consideration of the Payne-Aldrich tariff law, 
right ub1Jut the corridors of this Capitol could be found con­
stantly a home production of full-fledged, life-size leeches, suffi­
ciel!.t in number to supply the American market for the next 
cent ury to come, and they will abide with us so long as we 
�a�~�e�r�e� to the policy of protection. Instead of free leeches, we 
gffe to the farmer free shoes, free saddles, free harness, free 
belting, and all other products of leather free of duty. 

But we are going to be perfectly fair with our Republican 
friends. In one point, you ha. ve been extremely generous to the 
American farmer. You have given him free radium. This 
wonderful substance, we all know, is worth about a million dol­
lars an ounce, if indeed there is an ounce in the entire world 
to-day. Now, just think what a terrible fix an American farmer 
would be in if he had to pay a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem 
on all the imported radium he uses.. Notwithstanding this 
solicitude of the Republican Party, I believe that the farmers 
in my part of the country will look with more favor upon free 
cotton bagging, free burlaps, and other materials suitable for 
covering the staple crop of the South. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I believe we would be unfair and unjust 
to the leaders of the great Republican Party if we should close 
this comparison without calling attention to the fact that they 

- hav.a placed upon the free list the wonderful articles of din-di vi 
and spunk. For lo, these many years it has required all the 
spunk: the American farmer could muster to "divy" with the 
Agricultural Implement Trust that has been made possible by 
your high protective tariff, and which now sits upon the neck 
of the American farmer like the Old .l.\Ian of the Sea sat on 
Sinbad the Sailor. We think the American farmer has been 
tortured quite long enough, so by this bill we propose to clip 
the tentacles of this hydra-headed monster by giving the farmer 
free plows, free harvesters, free harrows, free reapers free 
thrashing machines, free cotton gins, free farm wagons �~�d� all 
other agricultural implements absolutely free of duty, 'much to 
the confusion and mystification of the usually astute mind of 
the distinguished leader of the minority in this House. 

MINORITY LE.A.DER'S CRITICISM. 

The genial leader of the minority in this House is admittedly 
a man of transcendent ability. Many times have I, as other 
Members, sat in 1;11Y seat in this Chamber and admired, yea, 
even marveled with amazement at, what seemed to be his 
almost boundless information and infinite understanding, not 

only of the tariff, but all other questions of economics and O'ov­
e:ume?tal affairs. Yet, when analyzed, we find this �g�e�n�t�l�e�m�~�n�'�s� 
bitter three hours' castigation of this farmers' free-list bill to 
be purely along the lines of technical detail rather than an 
attack on the principle involved. The sum.ma summarum of his 
�t�h�~�~� hours' hypercritical, hair-splitting criticism was his in­
ab.ihty to properly define agricultural implements. "The moun­
tam labored and brought forth a mouse." 

�~�t�e�r� the ?entleman's experience with the Payne-Aldrich 
tariff law, written by his own party, it is little wonder that he 
�~�l�o�w� demands obiter dictum decisions even before first . action 
is taken on a tariff bill. Since the Payne-Aldrich tariff roller 
was ru1:1 o-rnr him two years ago, like a refractory mule that has 
been hit 01er the head with a blind bridle he is a little bit 
'.'skittish." [Laughter and applause.] ' 

CANA.DIAN RECIPROCITY TREATY. 

When �~�e� Canadian reciprocity bill passed this House many 
of our fnends on that side found a great deal of fault with us 

�· �b�e�~�a�u�s�e� we did not amend this treaty and place many other 
thmgs on the free list. I am sorry the education of our friends 
across the way has been so sadly neglected along the line of 
internati.onal law. It has always been my understanding tbat 
the makmg of an agreement required the consent of two con­
tra.cting parties, and that it was equally necessary to consult 
both these parties if amendments were to be brought about. 

Mr. KOPP. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CARTER. With pleasure. 
l\lr. KOPP. Does the gentleman take the position that in the 

Canadian reciprocity, so called, the two Nations were contract­
ing parties? 

l\lr. CARTER. Why, certainly. In the making of a treaty 
between nations it is just as necessary to have the consent of 
two contracting parties as in making an agreement between 
individuals. · 

l\Ir. KOPP. What authority has the President to enter into a 
contract of this kind? 

Mr. CARTER. 0 Mr. Chairman, I take plea.sure in yielding 
to my friend from Wisconsin for any pertinent question but I 
can not permit him to go into the closets of his party and draO' 
forth his Republican skeletons to be dissected during the short 
time allotted to me. [Laughter.] · 

Mr. KOPP. I would like the gentleman to answer the ques­
tion. 

l\1r. CARTER. The gentleman knows that this is a deen 
question of law, and I could not attempt to answer it and con1-
plete my speech in the short time I have remaining. The 
American people are not looking so much for methods as they 
are for results. 

I want to say further to the gentleman that had we on this 
side, been given the opportunity of negotiating and makmg this 
treaty from its incipiency, I am frank to confess that it might 
have been a much different document. We would have placed 
many things on the free list it does pot now contain and would 
have .made other reductions. You must not be unmindful of the 
fact that this agreement was negotiated by a Republican Presi­
dent with all the Republican ideas of high protection and we 
on this side, accepted it, not as expressive of our ideais, but �a�~� 
the very best that could be wrung from a Republican adminis­
tration. [Great applause on the Democratic side.] 

Our genial friend from Michigan [Mr. HAMILTON] contrib­
uted his protest against the Canadian reciprocity treaty. He 
labored in great agitation and fear that the farmers of his 
district were. �b�e�i�n�~� �t�r�~�a�t�e�d� unfairly, and said that by the 
passage of this rec1proc1ty treaty the first session of the Sixty­
second Congress would go down in history as the " antifarmers' 
Congress." 

Now, I am sorry the gentleman from Michigan who is usually 
so prompt in his attendance, seems to be �a�b�s�e�~�t� to-day for I 
wanted to ask him this question : For the same reason set forth 
by him, could not the present Republican administration be 
known as the " antifarmers' administration "? And by the same 
token, might not the present President, who negotiated this 
treaty, be considered as an "antifarmers' President"? And if 
this " antifarmers' President" should be renominated by the 
Republican convention, would the distinguished gentleman who 
is now shedding crocodile tears for his Michigan �f�a�r�m�e�~� con­
stituents, give this "antifarmers' candidate" his support? 

BOOSEVE.LT MAGAZINE REBUKES PROGRESSIVE REPUBLIC.A.NS. 

I now desire to have placed in the RECORD an editorial from 
the Outlook magazine, of February 25, 1911, under the caption 
" Canadian Reciprocity would Help the Farmers." 

Mr. KOPP. Will the gentleman yield for one more question? 
Mr. CARTER. With pleasure, sir. 
Mr. KOPP. The gentleman states that he will place in the 

RECORD an article to the effect that Canadian reciprocity will 
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help the farmers; is it the gentleman's position that Canadian 
reciprocity will help the American farmer? 

l\fr. CARTER. The gentleman anticipates my argument. I 
certainly am convinced that this Canadian reciprocity treaty 
will enlarge and extend the market of the American farmer. 
But I simply want to say this to my "insurgent" friend. He 
should remember that this Outlook magazine is the same 
periodical that has on its staff as contributing editor . one 
Theodore Roose-velt, who is the yery bull-goose of Republican 
insurgency, and that ought to be sufficient guaranty to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. [Great laughter and applause.] 

Mr. KOPP. Will the gentleman explain the term he in-
dulges in? 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is Choctaw. 
Mr. ADAIR. That term is peculiar to Oklahoma. 
Mr. CARTER. I will open up my night school for the gen-

tleman's benefit privately. [Laughter.] 
�C�A�~�A�D�I�A�.�N� RECIPROCITY WOULD HELP THE FARIIIERS. 

[From the Outlook, Feb. 25, 1911.J 
Canadian reciprocity was commended last week in notable speeches 

from both President Taft and ex-President Roosevelt. The House of 
Representatives passed the reciprocity bill a few days later. * * * 

Nearly every Democrat voted for it, and thus saved the day for 
President Taft. who was not even supported by a majority o! his own 
party in the House. • * $ 

That most of the progressive Republicuns should find their places 
with the "standpatters" seems disconcerting. It is due, however, to 
a misconception on the part of many farmers of the Middle. States and 
their Representatives in Congress as to the present protection afforded 
them. The proposed reciprocity would remove that protection. Hence 
the farmers declare that they are being discriminated against. Are 
they? Take the effect on corn. As President Taft has pointed out, our 
production last year exceeded 3,000,000,000 bushels. We exported 
44,000,000, and used the rest in domestic consumption, chiefly in raising 
cattle. In consequence, of live cattle and packinghouse products we ex­
ported no less than $135,000,000 worth. On the other hand, the Cana­
dian production was only six-tenths of 1 per cent of ours. Moreover, 
we exported 6,000,000 bushels of corn to Canada. So far as corn is 
concerned, therefore, the American farmer will remain king. reciprocity 
or no reciprocity. Second, bow would the agreement affect wheat? 
The price of our wheat, as the President says, like that of Canada, 
Russin, �A�~�e�n�t�i�n�a�,� and every other wheat-exporting country, is fixed 
o.t LiverpoOi, the greatest wheat emporium, and is a result of competi­
tion there of all the exporting countries. Hence our tariff duty makes 
no difference in the price of wneat in the United States, and the sending 
of any part of Canada's surplus through our country instead of through 
Canada, to be milled or exported, would not affect the price of wheat 
for our farmers. But what would favorably affect them would be the 
result of giving to Canadian wheat transportation, warehousing, and 
milling facilities at a less cost, for any increased trade for our eleva­
tors, mills, and railways must inevitably react favorably on the farmers 
themselves. Third, how does the agreement affect barley? By the mu­
tual withdrawal of duties more barley would doubtless come into New 
York from Ontario, but at least as much of oms would cross the line at 
Wisconsin and Minnesota, thus preventing the useless hauling of 
Ontario barley to western Canada and of our western barley to New 
York. On farm . products in general, we would add, the tariff can not 
be compared to the tarifl on manufactures. The first does not protect; 
the second does. ·The prices of our manufactures are not fixed in free 
competition with all the world, as are the prices of our farm products. 
As a net result our farmers have not only got no Increase of price by 
the tariff on agricultural products ; they have actually had to pay more 
for what they buy of manufactured products because of the protection on 
those products. 

WHEAT. 

Mr. CARTER. So far as I could glean from their night­
mares and ghost dances, the gentlemen who opposed the Cana­
dian reciprocity bill only claimed hazard to one American farm 
product, and that product was wheat. 

We were told that the enactment of the Canadian reciprocity 
agreement would throw the American market open to Canadian 
wheat, causing such an influx of the Canadian product into this 
country as to seriously injure, if not completely destroy, the 
American market on grain. But the weight of facts and sta­
tistics produced during the debate on this measure do not war­
rant any such pessimistic prediction. On the contrary, the fig­
ures given by a great majority of the best-informed men on 
both sides of this House would indicate that the placing of 
wheat on the free list between United States and Canada would 
instead of restricting, broaden and expand the market of �t�h�~� 
farmers of the United States. 

I submit the following figures as facts which were not suc­
cessfully controverted during the debate: 

Wheat production, vear ending June so, 1910. 
. Bushels. 

United States (Statistical Abstract)------------------ 695, 443, 000 
Canada (Department of Commerce and Labor) __________ 149, 989, 600 

Wheat e:rports. 
United States (Statistical Abstract)-----------------·-- 114, 268, 468 
Canada �(�D�e�p�a�r�t�m�~�n�t� of Commerce and Labor)________ 49, 741, 350 

Value. 
United States exported to Canad1L----------.,.---------- $4, 442, 307 
Canada sold to United States------------------------ 766, 254 

Toted interohanue of products, five years en.ding June so, 1.910. 
United States to Canada __________________________ $886, 417, 376 
Canada to United States---------------------------- 393,913,673 

Balance in our favor------------------------- 492,503,703 

Tillable land ·Mlm:s. 
The average price per acre in Canada (Hill's speech)---------$38. 60 
The n:v-erage price per acre in United States (Hill's speech) -- 23. 40 

Wages about the same in both countries. 
It has been claimed, pro and con, that the price of wheat is 

higher both in Canada and in the· United States. All of these 
claims being made by gentlemen of unquestioned integrity, I 
suppose it is fair to assume that there is practically no differ­
ence in the average price of wheat in the United States and the 
average price in Canada. 

If the production of wheat in the United States is almost 
five times as great as the production in Canada, will not Amer­
ican wheat have more effect on the general market th.an Cana­
dian wheat? 

Since we sold to Canada more than six times as much wheat 
as Canada sold to us, does it not follow that Canada is a six 
times greater consumer of American wheat than .America is of 
Canadian wheat? 

Since we sold in the world's markets more than twice as 
much wheat as Canada, are we not pressed more than twice as 
much as Canada for an open market? 

With labor wages and price of wheat equal in both countries 
and wheat land 65 per cent higher in Canada than in the United 
Stutes, will it be possible for the Canadian farmer to produce 
cheaper and undersell the American farmer in any wheat market 
on the face of the earth! 

With American wheat having a greater force in the world's 
market; with the Canadian farmer u..11u.ble to undersell the 
American farmer; with two and one-half times as much wheat 
exp<>rts to the world's markets as Canada ; with the balance of 
wheat trade, as between Canada and the United States, in our 
favor at the rate of 6 to 1, and a general balance of trade 
between the two countries for the last five years in our favor 
at the ratio of $8.86 to $3.93-more than 2 to 1-how can tlil 
interchange of such a commodity free of duty be of anything 
except benefit to the marketing and value of the wheat of the 
farmers of the United States? In the language of DonsEY 
SHA.CKLEFORD, " Is not Canada a good country for us to trade 
with?" 

RECENT RECORD OF TWO PARTIES CO)ITil..\.STED. 

Now, in conclusion, permit me to say that tbc die is cast and 
we a.re satisfied with the issue. 

Two and one-half years ago the Democratic and Republican 
parties went before the people of this country in a political 
campaign. We promised to revise the tariff downward, and so 
did you. The people elected a majority of Republicans in the 
House and Senate, and, strangely enough, to your stewardship 
was committed a revision of the tariff downward. Shortly 
thereafter you met in extra session, with an overwhelming 
majority in both legislative Chambers; in full control of every 
branch of this Government. For five long months you bickered 
and dickered, wrangled and jangled, growled and howled over 
a division of the " swag " like a pack of hungry wolves over a 
putrid carcass. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And what 
was the result? The Payne-}Jdrich ta.riff law, violating and 
repudiating every campaign promise you had made to the peo­
ple. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.] They 
" asked you for bread and you gaYe them a stone." 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question! 
Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir. I am always glad to yield to the 

gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. MADDEN. Have the Democrats agreed on the wool 

schedule yet? [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.J 
Mr. CARTER. I have not the time to discUBs that at length, 

but I simply want to say that we will agree on it-don't you 
fret. [.Applause on the Democratic side.} 

So much for your record in dealing with the people's rights. 
Now mark the contrast, Mr. Chairman. About six months ago 
we had another politic:al contest, and when ihe smoke of battle 
had cleared away it was found that the Democrats had won. 

.Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 
Mr. CARTER. Sure. 
Mr. MADDEN. Do they not use smokeless powder? 
Mr. CARTER. Sometimes; but the gentleman from Illinois 

never uses it, because it does not make enough noise. [Laughter.] 
When the tally was made this time it was found that these 

very same people had returned a Democratic majority on this 
very same issue-revision of the tariff downward. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] True, we also pledged in our platform 
a liberal revision of the House rules. You scoffed. You hooted. 
You sneered, You said that we were tyros; yon said we were 
disruptionists and ignoramuses; you said that we could not get 
together on any proposition; that we could not revise the rules 
of this House in accordance with our platform pledges, and 
that if we did make such revision we could not conduct the 
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business of this House under such dissolute and wanton rulNt 
You laid great stre s upon the fact that there were so many 
protectionists among the Democrats a revision of the tariff 
downward by us would be impossible. 

Let us compare our record. Just 33 days ago we met in 
extra. session, with a Democratic majority in this House. \\'e 
ha\e revised the House rules strictly in accordance with ante­
election promise . Despite your prediction of chaos and failure, 
we have conducted the bu iness of this Iloase in a fair and 
orderly manner, and every l\Iember, no matter what his political 
faith, has been given his opportunity. [Applause on the Demi)­
cratic side.] We have passed a campaign publicity bill whlch 
gives real publicity to campaign expenses. In so far as tllis 
House is concerned, we have provided for direct election of 
United States Senators by the people. We have begun a bona 
fide reduction of the tariff by the passage of the Canadian reci­
procity treaty, wherein it has been our privilege to uphold thP. 
hands of that Republican President whom you so shamele sly 
repudiated. [Applause.] We are carrying that tariff reform 
still further with the enactment of this farmers' free-list bill. 
We will complete that reform before this session is over by the 
passage of other such meritorious tariff bills as the people have 
demanded. We have presented to you a party discipline and 
unity of purpose that has challenged your amazement and ad­
miration. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The �C�H�A�I�R�l�\�I�A�J�.�~�.� The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CARTER. I desire just a few minutes more. Our 

leader does not seem to be present, so ! think I will yield 
myself a couple of minutes. [Laughter.] · 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
two minutes. 

Mr. KENDALL. The gentleman stated the other day-­
Mr. CARTER. I am sorry I can not yield just now. I must 

finish my remarks in two minutes. I will be glad to yield if 
I have any time left. 

Before many months we will again be in the throes of a po­
litical campaign, and you will be forced before the people, reek­
ing with dissension and handicapped by repudiation. [Ap­
pla u e on the Democratic side.] While we will go forth clad 
in the armor of honest achievement, presenting an uniformity 
of purpose and solidarity of front rivaling the discipline of the 
old guard of the great French army ttnd the battle tocsin shall 
be, "By their fruits ye shall know them." [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KENDALL]. 
l\fr. KENDALL. I was about to inquire of the gentleman if 

he is in sympathy with one of his colleagues who spoke here 
the other day with reference to tariff reform by imposing a 
duty on coffee and tea. The statement was made here by one 
of the most brilliant and attracti"ve speakers on that side that 
that would be the final policy._ 

Mr. CARTER. I do not know to whom the gentleman refers. 
Neither am I, in my humble capacity, attempting to outline a 
policy which has not yet been discussed by our party caucus. 
I will tell. the gentleman this: That we expect shortly to have 
an income tax and thereunder we hope gradually to do a way 
with abuses of a high tariff. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

I thank you. gentlemen, for your kind attention. 
l\Ir. DALZELL. I yield one hour to the gentleman from 

Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words 

touching the pending bill, but.I hardly expect to use the hour 
which has been allotted to me. What is the pending measure? 
"Oh," you say, "it is a great free-list bill." What inspired it? 
Another bill which you passed a short time ago carrying into 
effect a proposed agreement with Canada providing for what is 
called reciprocal trade between the two countries-an agree­
ment which you say goes a long way in the direction of the 
Democratic policy of free trade and away from the Republican 
policy of protection. So far as I am concerned, I confess both 
allegations. 

I want to talk, not about Hamilton-he is dead; not about 
Jefferson-he is dead; not about the great men who have gone 
before and have crossed over-they are dead; and oh-not 
meaning to be personal-how we do misrepresent them, and be­
ing dead they can not defend themselves. [Laughter.] 

I desi{·e to speak about the bill that is pending, and for a 
text I want to read from the majority report, written, no doubt, 
by the eminent gentleman from Alabama [.Mr. UNDERWOOD], 
·chairman of the Ways and Means Committee. I read from 
page 4 of that report : 

In fact, action on the Canadian agreement involves the necessity of 
further and immediate action-

Not postponed action-· 
in removing a number of duties on imports from other countries-

Not from Canada alone-
in order that justice may be done to the great army of our agricultural 
producers, who, in the Canadian agreement, are to have all the alleged 
protection removed from their products without a corresponding or 
reciprocal removal of the protective duties most burdensome on the 
commodities they must purchase as necessary to sustain their lives and 
industries. · · 

Immediate justice! The necessity arises from the proposed 
enactment of the Canadian pact, negotiated by the President, 
passed after caucus action by almo:i;t a unanimous Democratic 
vote, and so burdened with injustice, which is to be vitalized 
by your act, that you rush in to try to make compensation 
therefor. 

A stern chase is a long chase, according to the old saying; 
but you start out to catch up with the act of injustice known 
as the reciprocity bill, the enactment of which has been de­
manded by the President, and urged by the great publishing 
interest, with all the· power which that combination has; and 
it is proclaimed by the President, by you, and by your party 
friends in the Senate that that bill is morally certain to be 
enacted into law. You make a creation that you yourselves 
spit upon and say will sacrifice the interests of one-third of 
92,000,000 people, and then send after it, as you propose now 
to do, this so-called free-trade bill. 

If you did not intend to cheat, wl;ly did you not put it in the 
other bill and let the injustice that is carried by that �a�g�i�:�e�~� 
ment with Canada, which you vitalized, be corrected at the 
same time that it is perpetrated? You know, we all know, the 
farmer knows, that this "justice," as you call it, will not 
overtake the injustice wrought by the reciprocity bill during 
the lifetime of this Congre s. [.Applause on the Republican 
side.] You start out with the presumption that the farmer is 
a fool; that you can hoodwink him; that he is a hayseed. 
Others outside of this body, including the publishers, think 
they can satisfy him by such a bill as this and by the state­
ment' that in the event the Canadian pact is ratified, after it 
has been tried on the farmer, if it does not act well, it can be 
repealed. The situation reminds me of the man who bought a 
patent medicine of a faker upon the street corner and took it 
home. It purported to be an absolute cure for all the ills of 
mankind; but the good wife said, ".My dear husband, do not 
let us give it to the children." "What shall we do with it?" 
said he: " I bought it. I can not afford to give it a way or 
destroy it." "Oh," said she, "try it on the dog. If it does not 
kill him then the children can take it." I do not proclaim 
myself .as the special protector of the agricultural interests of 
the country, but I do say that the farmer is not the dog upon 
whom to experiment. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

In the many campaign speeches I have made to · city a-qdi· 
ences and to audiences in the country, I never have talked to 
audiences as exacting and, on the average, to audiences as in­
telligent as I find in the agricultural di tricts. [Applause.] 
There is an old saying, " Beware of the man of but one book." 
This can no longer be applied to the farmer, if it ever could. 
He is now a man of many books, and, in addition, he has sun­
shine, the open air, and opportunity for thought, even during 
his working hours. I feel a little bit humiliated when it is 
proposed by this bill to apply a remedy or salve to cure the 
injustice of the reciprocity measure, because whatever there is 
of good in me, and whatever there is of good in most of us, 
comes from h;i,ving been born in an agricultural community, 
having our feet, so to express it, in the soil; and it is quite as 
hard to fool the average farmer touching his material interests, 
touching· law, order, and good government, as it is to :tool gentle­
men on the floor of this House. 

What is this balm in Gilead? What is it going to do for the 
farmer? Under the reciprocity pact animals on the hoof from 
Canada come in free. They are reciprocally free between the 
two countries, but meat is taxed. While that hurts the farmer 
nnd does him a great injustice, you pass a measure to that 
effect because you want to cheapen the cost of living. But let 
us see what you do when you enact this free-trade law. We 
sell our meat products abroad pretty liberally. Other coun­
trie.s sell their meat products abroad. Who would be our com­
petitors in this market? In Germany there are high duties 
and strict inspection, and the same is true of France. Meat 
goes free into Great Britain, but, so far as I recollect, it is not 
admitted free into any great country in the world, and pos­
sibly into no country save alone Great Britain. 

Having let -animals on the hoof come in free from Canada, 
which is very bad for the farmer, as it is also to let Canadian 
wheat come in free, you say that you are going to protect him. 
How? By letting animals come in on the hoof free from all 



1911. - CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE.' 1033 

the world? Nay, nay! Oh, I wonder if there is present any 
Representattrn from Texas, one of whom, I belieye, is a mem­
IJer of the Ways and l\Ieans �C�o�m�m�i�t�t�e�e�~� which helped shape 
this bill. Gentlemen representing Texas districts, why did 
you not in this bill let animals on the hoof come free into our 
markets? Why did you allow a tax of from $2 to $4 a head 
remain on live cattle? How patriotic you are! Oh, how you 
are agonizing for a free list ! Texas is a great big country-a' 
magnificent empire-soon to be, in the swing of the fir13t half of 
the twentieth century, the most populous State in the Union, 
sa1e alone New York. 

Why did you not pro1ide that cattle on the hoof from all the 
world should be admitted into the United States free, as you did 
in the case of Canadian cattle? I searched for a reason, and, 
lo and behold, I found that, year by year, multiplied, thou­
�~�a�n�d�s� of cattle come in from l\Iexico across that imaginary line 
that is supposed to run between l\Iexico and the United States. 
Texas borders on Mexico for many hundred miles. You have 
live-stock associations, and you raise cattle and sheep on your 
wonderful grazing lands. You want to reduce the cost of liv­
ing, and you propose to admit free of duty wheat from all the 
world, as well as from Canada, and also corn and meat; but 
do you know that after I eat corn for a month I want a little 
bit of wheat cereal, and after awhile I get tired of that and I 
take to rice for a day or two. [Laughter.] I wish-and I yield 
time to any member of the Ways and Means Committee to 
answer the question in two or three sentences-I wish to know 
why it is that when you reported this free-trade bill, to let the 
farmer come into his own and the laboring man have cheaper 
living, you did not put rice on the free list. 

I am reminded in this connection of an eminent Member of 
this House, now dead and gone, one of the best legislators I 
ever knew. I will not can his name, buf he was a splendid 
and charming man. With three or four drinks his tongue would 
become loosened, and one day at Willard's he fell into con­
versation with Judge Ela, of New Hampshire, I think, at that 
time one of the departmental auditors and formerly a Member 
of the House. He said to him : " Judge Ela, I recollect very 
well our service together in the Congress." The judge replied: 
"Oh, it was most pleasant to me. We were on opposite sides 
of the House, but we were both called watchdogs of the 
Treasury." His friend answered: "So we were, so we were, 
Judge Ela;" and, having had the fourth drink, he continued: 
"But we always had the true instincts of a good watchdog­
we knew enough not to bark when our friends were around." 
[Prolonged laughter and applause.] 

_Now it will be in order for some gentleman from Texas or 
Mississippi to rise in his place when I get through speaking 
and pay a tlibute to Thomas Jefferson. [Applause on the Re­
publican side.] But, as I have said before, Jefferson is dead. 

What has the farmer to fear from the free importation of 
foreign meat? From the Statesman's Yearbook, a British pub­
lication, which, by the way, is, I think, for correctness and for 
full iiiformation, the best manual. published anywhere, I find 

, that down in Argentina, in the Temperate Zone, with as good 
climate as we have, with as good soil as we have, there is a 
conntl·y rapidly growing and developing. The population of 
the United States is 92,000.000; that of Argentina, in 1908, was 
estimated at 6,489,023. The area of Argentina is 728,680,000 
acres, of which 253,195,000 may be used for agriculture or cat­
tle industries. In the territories the Federal Government has 
wide tracts of land, amounting to 238,000,000 acres, suitable in 
general for pastoral colonization. 

1-'hese lands are conditionally offered free or for sale or on 
lease. Excluding Alaska, Argentina has one-half as much good 
land as has the United States. The total area under cultiva­
tion in Argentina in 1908 was 39,100,000 acres, of which 15,-
000,000 acres were in wheat, 4,000,000 acres in fl.ax, 7,500,000 
acres in maize or corn, and 1,500,000 acres in oats. While 
Argentina is a great country for wheat and cereal crops, it ig 
to even a greater extent a cattle country. In 1909 there were 
in the United States 71,099,000 head of cattle; ill Argentina in 
1908, 29,116,625 head. Horses, United States, twenty and a half 
million head; Argentina, seven and a half million head. Sheep, 
United States, 56,000,000; Argentina, 67,000,000. Swine, 54,-
000,000 in the United States; a million and a half in Argentina. 
I have not the figures for the number of goats in the United 
States, but there are 4,000,000 of them in Argentina. I some­
times have wished we had more goats in this country, because 
some men devote their time principally-I say it with all 
courtesy and respect-in trying to find goats. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.] 

In 1909 the United States produced 328,110,000 pounds of 
wool. In 1908 Argentina exported alone 351,076,000 pounds of 
wool, 23,000,000 pounds more than the total growth of this 

country. The United States produced 664,602,000 bushels of. 
wheat in 1909 and-exported 114,000,000 bushels. In 1908 .A.rgen­
ti.na exported �a�l�o�n�e�~� with her 6,500,000 people, 121,209,800 
bushels of wheat, more by six and a half million bushels than 
the United States exported with her great area and ;ti.er great 
wheat production. 

There were in 1907, according to the latest statistics I can 
find, 8 freezing establishments in Argentina, 271 creameries, 18 
butter factories, 68 cheese-making establishments, and 27 mixed 
factories. In 1908 Argentina produced 7,100,000 pMlD.dS of 
butter and 87,954,000 pounds of taUow. In 1908 Argentina ex­
ported animals and their products valued at $115,000,000, agri­
cultural products valued at $24.1,000,000, and forest products 
valued at $6,000,000. Of sheepskins, in 1908, Argentina exported 
53,000,000 pounds; of corn, 57,000,000 bushels; and of beef and 
mutton, 519,000,000 pounds. As I have stated, there are freez­
ing establishments down there as well as packing esta-blish­
ments. I give my honorable colleague, the leader of the minor­
ity [Mr. MANN], as authority for the statement that the big 
Chicago packers already have branches in that country. 

I do not know whether or not we can prevent their establish­
ing freezing plants in Argentina, but I have heard the honorable 
Speaker of the House of Representatives and other· gentlemen 
on the other side on a warm summer day draw their coats 
about them and say, " How cold I am," and then proceed to 
declaim for free wool. Gentlemen from Montana, Wyoming, 
Ohio, and other States, you are in a bad way now as to wool 
unless Texas saves you [applause on the Republican side]; and 
the Texas Repre entatives, I have always noticed, are pretty 
good watchdogs when it comes to matters affecting their State, 
and they have great ability. 

Now, I will put in the RECORD some statistics touching Aus­
tralia proper and New Zealand. The production of sheep and 
cattle in those countries is very great; also their exports of 
frozen meats. 

A.ustraUa. 
Area o! Commonwealth ___________________ square miles__ 2, 974, 581 
Population in 1908----------------------------------- 4,275,306 Total area under crop _______ _:_ __________________ acres__ 9, 892, 393 
Area under sown grasses ________________________ do ____ 2,445,394 
Cattle, 1908 _________________________________ number __ 10, 543, 012 
Sheep, 1908 ____________________________________ do ____ 87,003,048 
Swine, 1908 -----------------------------------do____ 695, 539 

Total domestic exports of meat in 1908 : 
Beef, 40,712,000 pounds, valued at $2,197,500. Export price per 100 

pounds, $5.40. 
Mutton and lamb, 91,608,000 pounds, valued at $5,932,800. Export 

price per 100 pounds, $6.47. 
Neio Zealand. 

Area o! New Zealand _____________________ square miles__ 104, 751 
Population___________________________________________ 960,642 
Total area under cultivation _____________________ acres __ 15, 614, 880 
Area under sown grasses ________________________ do ____ 13, 623, 528 
Cattle in 1908 _______________________________ number__ 1, 773, 326 
Sheep in 1908 _________________________________ do ____ 23,373,220 
Swine in 1908 _________________________________ do____ 245,092 

Meat exported in 1908: 
Beef (frozen), 39,099,984 pounds, valued at $2,040,888. Export price 

per 100 pounds, $5.22. 
I.t.l.mb (frozen), 92,482,880 pounds, valued at $7,462,914. Export 

price per 100 pounds, $8.07. 
Mutton (frozen), 90,406.8-18 pounds, valued at $5,333,066. Export 

price per 100 pounds, $5.90. 
Number of freezing and preserving works in New Zealand in 1906 

was 56. 
In Argentina and in Australia they can pack the frozen 

meats-beef and mutton-at a less cost than they can be packed 
for in the United States, and they can be shipped to the United 
States by water at a less cost than they can be shipped from 
Chicago to New York. And yet it is proposed to put meats on 
the free list by this bill. For what? Oh, to repair the great 
crime and injustice that is done to the farmer by letting live 
animals on the hoof come in free from Canada. You then turn 
around and try to prove that there are not a great many live 
animals up there in Canada anyway. 

You inveigh against the Republican Party. How you flap 
your wings and crow! We have been relegated to a minority 
and destroyed. You have not killed us individually, but we 
have been relegated to the minority. The people have made you 
the guardians of the fold. Gentlemen will recollect the old fable 
of 1Esop, where the wolves went to the sheep and said, "Dis-. 
charge the dogs, and we will protect you." [Laughter.] Well, 
I expect you will protect the sheep to your own satisfaction, but 
the protection will be in spots. [Laughter.] 

Now, I might go through the pending bill step by step and 
point out its inconsistencies and false foundation in each partic­
ular, but the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. l\IANN], my honored 
colleague, covered the matter fully, and I will only refer, per­
chance, to one or two other items. 

Let us take agricultural implements. The President has sa.id, 
" I tried my best to get complete free trade with Canada, but 
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Canada would not consent." And, as I pointed out a few 
days ago, the prime minister of Canada congratulated his breth­
ren because, as he said, "We get our natural products into 
the United States free, but save our manufactured products by 
reserving protection against such products of the United States/' 
Agricultural implements form a very considerable part of our 
exports to Canada. Anthracite coal is admitted into that coun­
try from the United States free; the same is true of bituminous 
coal; and we sold to Canada last year, notwithstanding the 
preferential duty that is given the mother country-Great 
Britain-$75,000,000 more of products than all the world solcl 
to her and at a less ad yalorem duty. But you I put agricultural 
implements from all the world on the free list because, by the 
reciprocity agreement, there is a tax levied on agricultural imple­
ments reciprocally between the United States and Canada. 
Do you suppose you are going to fool anybody with that? 
Under existing law the dut-y on agricultural implements com-

. ing into the United States is 15 per cent, with a provision 
that no duty shall be charged on agricultural implements im­
ported from countries which admit American agricultural imple­
ments free. · 

Great Britain gives us a free market for our agricultural im­
plements, and we give that country a free market here for her 
agricultural implements. Argentina imposes duties on our agri­
cultural implements, yet we sell large quantities in that market, 
notwithstanding the payment of duty; but under this bill prod­
ucts from Argentina-wheat, meats, and so forth-come into our 
markets free, without any condition being made that she shall 
remoye her duties on our products exported to the Argentine. 
Yet you say you are for reciprocity. I wonder if you under­
stand what it means. It is not something to cheat with, con­
jure with, or to deceive with. It is not something with which 
to presume upon the ignorance of a people competent for self­
government. Ne"rertheless-and I speak with all due respect for 
you individually, though not so much respect for you cqllec­
tt·reJy-you lift up your voices and cry aloud, proclaiming the 
alleged virtue and benefit of your action. I infer that you do so 
on the supposition that if you make a great deal of noise and 
reiterate the same thing time and time again it will lead some 
of the people tD say that it must be so because of the noise and 
the repetition. There are other considerations involved in this 
matter. There is the question of print paper. 

I could not file my affidavit in this respect, but I believe as 
firmly as I believe that I stand here, and if I had to risk my 
soul's salvation on the correctness of guessing right I would 
not alter my statement, that the secret recipTocity agreement 
with Canada never would have been made had it not been for 
the demands of the great publishing interests of this country. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Did you gentlemen on the other side get a letter this morn­
ing from the chairman of the committee on paper of the Pub­
lishers' Association? [Laughter on the Republican side.] The 
publishers, including the Associated Press, got together at a 
great banquet at the Waldorf-Astoria in New York a few days 
ago. It is a good thing for men to get together and exchange 
ideas. The President of the United States was there, and, in 
substance, exhorted the publishers, including members of the 
Associated Press, to be constant in effort and insistent in pro­
moting public sentiment in favor of the Canadian reciprocity 
pact and of the bill to carry it into effect, urging that it be 
passed speedily without amendment. 

Well, if it were not such a serious matter, I would say, with­
out intending to be funny and with great respect for the present 
Chief Magistrate, that if he eyer ceases to be President-and we 
will neyer elect a man to serve more than eight years in the 
Presidency [laughter and applause]-if he should be out of a 
job, he would make a great success as a humorist. That ex­
hortation in New York is a fine specimen of high-class humor. 
[Laughter.] It discounts Mark Twain and all the other humor­
ists. Oh, be ye constant! Be ye diligent! Persevere! [Laugh­
ter.] The bill has passed the House. Have it pass the Senate 
and become a luw I [Laughter.] 

Then, he said the farmers need not be afraid of it, and if it 
did turn out badly it could be repealed. [Laughter on the Re­
publican side.] I want to read just a line-

1\Ir. ESCH. Will the gentleman read the Norris letter? 
Mr. �C�~�N�O�N�.� Yes; I will read the letter. Here it is: 

AMERICAN NEWSPAPER PUBLISHERS' ASSOCIATION, 
903 Pulitzer Building, New York, May 5, 1.911. 

Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sm: At the annual meeting of the American Newspaper Pub­
lishers' Association held in New York April 27, 1911, the following 
resolution was adopted, and I have the honor to transmit it herewith 
for your information: 

" The American Newspaper Publishers' Association in annual meeting 
assembled at New York City tespectfully urges the United States Senate 

to pass speedily and without amendment House bill 4412, known as the 
reciprocity bill." 

A little more is added : 
It also urges the abolition of import duties upon print paper, when 

made from free wood, wherever found. 
Yours, truly, JOHN NORRIS, 

Chairman of Oommittee on. Paper. 

Now, what does that latter part mean? It u:eans that the 
great quantity of pulp timber in Canada-and I get my informa­
tion as to the quantity from my colleague [Mr. MANN], who was 
chairman of the special committee to in-vestigate the print 
paper and wood-pulp matter-is on what is known as the 
"Crown lands," and I am informed that, with the exception, 
perhaps, of Quebec-and I am not sure as to that Province­
you can not buy wood pulp or the timber from which wood 
pulp is made anywhere in the great bulk of the forests of 
Canada without paying a license and an export duty. Whether 
there is any considerable amount of free lands in Provinces 
like Ontario, I do not know; but I understand from the same 
authority, Representative MANN, that there is not a great 
amount of them. 

I thlnk the so-called reciprocity agreement, so far as lands 
producing wood pulp and the timber from which the wood pulp 
is made are concerned would be applicable and effective as to 
portions of Alberta and Saskatchewan and the great Cana.dian 
northwest; but practically that supply is not much nearer to us 
tllan Alaska-scarcely as near as the Pacific coast-and wood 
pulp is not brought from Alaska or the Pacific coast because 
the transportation charges, as I am informed, prohibit, aml it 
can not therefore on account of the cost of the transportation 
compete with wood-pulp timber in more eastern sections. 

Are you going to hold another caucus and amend this free­
trade bill because of the facts stated? I have read the act of 
the British Parliament called the British North America Act, 
which is the constitution of Canada, and as nearly as I can 
ascertain each Province, certainly as to the Crown lands, and, as 
definitely as I can determine, as to the privately owned lands, 
can levy an export tax on wood-pulp timber. Eyen if there be 
private lands in O!ltario upon the products of which an export 
tax can not be levied, still on the products of the great bulk 
of the Crown lands such a tax can be laid. 

Yet under the reciprocity pact the United States, with its 
vast forests on the Pacific coast, in Alaska, and the South, 
where there is untold raw material for print paper, can not 
ship one pound of paper ·into Canada free; but you were in 
such haste to ratify the agreement and perpetra.te this and 
other great acts of injustice upon the American people that 
you rushed the bill through and would not allow it to be 
amended in any particular. 

This free-trade bill, in form and substance, is made to fool 
the people; and I say to you now that it would not be a viola­
tion of the biblical inhibition against idolatry to fall down and 
worship this piece of legislation, because it is unlike anything 
in the heavens above or the earth beneath or the waters under 
the earth. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Chairman-­
.Mr. CANNON. I will yield in a moment. 
l\Ir. RANDELL of Texas. I simply wanted to ask this one 

question--
Mr. CANNON. I would rather the gentleman would ask the 

question at the close of what I haYe to say. I want to say to 
the gentleman that a fly can be embalmed in amber and, while 
it is the end of the fly, it will always be there. So, speaking 
respectfulJy, and not comparing my friend's question to a fiy, 
by any manner of means-for I have great respect for him and 
for his ability-I would rather, until the close of my speech, 
not have it ornamented by suggestions that might not be to the 
point. 

I would vote as cheerfully to protect American industries, 
whether cotton mills, woolen mills, or anything else, in Georgia; 
in South Carolina, in North Carolina, in Louisiana, and in Texas, 
as I would those of my own State. I have no desire to hurt 
Texas by having cattle and sheep from Mexico come over the 
border free, but if meat comes over the border free, then the 
cattle should come free. You have got to take this American 
system as a whole. I neyer have rejoiced, and never will, at 
the adversity of il.D.Y part of your country and of my country. 

It is strange how we sometimes talk about the interest of the 
farmer and the interest of the railroad man and the interest of 
the factory man as though they were di>erse. Mr. Chairman, no 
man lives to himself. The interest of one individual or of a 
great number of individuals engaged in any industry becomes 
1:1}.e interest of eYery other American citizen. A man said to me 
a day or two before the reciprocity bill passed, ":Mr. CANNON, 
are you going to vote for the free-trade bill?" I said, "I will 
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not answer now; I want first to sleep. I am greatly outraged; 
I do not like the abandonment, in part, of the protective prin­
ciple; I will wait and sleep." The next morning I saw him, and 
I said, " Yes; I will vote against the free-trade bill," and he 
asked, " How can you defend such a vote? " Who consumes the 
farmer's products? Ninety or 95 per cent of his products· are 
consumed in the United States by people who are not farmers. 
When you lessen the farmer's price, you lessen his purchasing 
capacity as a consumer, and when his purchasing capacity as a 
consumer is lessened, the man who makes the product which the 
farmer buys goes out of employment or works on a decreased 
wage. 

Therefore, even though following a mistaken and false 
economic policy, you inflict complete free trade upon my 
great constituency and upon one-third of the people elsewhere 
in the country, I will grin and bear it, because, thank God, 
every two years there is an appeal to the people, and every 
four years, with a just and enduring and wise public senti­
ment, a majority of the people of this country can change a 
policy when they discover that they ha·rn made a mistake. 
Therefore, I will keep the Republican faith, and trust that as 
little harm as nossible will be done to the two-thirds of the 
people not enga-ged in agriculture. God knows the harm will 
be great enough, and it is coming swift-footed already. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes more to 

the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, to show what is going on in 

this country I read a clipping from the financial column of 
the New York Sun, published April 23, 1911: 

The pay of railway employees in particular was raised last fall upon 
the plea that living expenses in the land had so increased as to make 
this additional pay absolutely required. But living expenses have now 
decreased. A fall of unusual character has occurred in the price of eggs, 
butter, meat, wheat, and in the majority of the necessaries of life. Why, 
therefore, should not the cost of labor decline also? And why do not 
the labor unions themselves see that a reduction of pay schedules which 
would allow the body of laboring men to be kept at work is a better 
thing for the members of their organizations, taken as a mass, than for 
pay schedules to be kept up but with only a limited number of men 
employed? · 

Ob, it is said, " There is no danger; we are not going to 
wreck and ruin." They tell us that the banks are full of money, 
and they point out how cheap the rate of interest is. Yes; and 
we know the secret of it is that men who lead in production 
will not borrow money to produce, for they have no assurance 
of customers, and, consequently, production is from hand to 
mouth. If this Congress sits until the snow flies-and no one 
knows whether it will or not; it is all up to you gentlemen on 
the other side-disaster will follow disaster, because people are 
apprehensive and the farmer, with the same fixed charges to 
meet, having lost, on the average, one-fourth of the price he 
was receiving last November for his product, facing the neces­
sity for retrenchment and being somewhat fearful, is buying 
less and less. 

You may say that the Republicans are responsible for it; 
that if from the time of Lincoln down to the present hour we 
had not followed the protective policy, which has made the 
United States far and away the greatest producing nation of 
all of the nations of the earth, there would not have been any 
trouble. 'rhat may be; but if America had not been discov­
ered and settled no one would be here but the Indians. 

By 1913 I apprehend the minority will be on the other side of 
the Chamber; and if I keep my health, as I hope to do, I expect 
to help treat the minority with courtesy and respect. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] Under no circumstances 
can I conceive of that happening being delayed_ beyond 1915. As 
the old negro preacher said at the end of his sermon: 

Thar will be divine sarvices in this house two weeks from next Lord's 
Day, Providence permitting; three weeks, nohow. 

[Laughter.] 
So I say 1915, anyway. But what is the use of prophesying? 

I merely do so to offset the prophecies of gentlemen on the 
other side, and yet I have an abiding faith as to what will 
happen. 

In conclusion, my Republican friends, I want to say I lost 
my temper over this reciprocity pact. I felt outraged, I felt 
indignant, and without· desiring to abuse anybody personally I 
felt that those who represent substantially two-thirds of the 
people were willing to sacrifice the other one-third, at least tem­
porarily, to answer a hysterical cry made by the demagogues 
and the Democrats and by the newspapers about the high, cost 
of living when the necessaries of life were as cheap here as 
elsewhere in the wo:i;ld. [Applause on the Republican side.] I 
argued with them as best I could to stand four square to all the 
world and to keep the faith. I said that the proof of a pud-

ding is in the eating of it, and after the country has paid the 
penalty arising from the application of Democratic policies­
and the penalty is sure to be paid-it will return to correct 
legislation. I have said, and I want to repeat, gentlemen, that 
in my opinion we can not afford to forsake the faith because 
some of the brethren have temporarily become backsliders. Oh, 
after they take the penalty, as they will take it, between now 
and 1913, they will come back and ask the Republican Party 
and those who have kept the faith to hold a revival and open 
the doors of the church, and they will come in and get the good 
old economic religion and thank God that they are back in their 
father's house. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the gen­
tleman from New York [Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL]. 

l\Ir. MICH.A.EL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, the protection 
of home industries by tariff legislation is not a logical or scien­
tific system, and therefore college professors and bookmen 
adopt the side of free trade, which they can develop into a 
broad, comprehensive, beautiful, and consistent theory. On the 
question of tariff there are two classes of men who are entirely 
consistent and logical-those who would make the duties so 
high as to exclude all foreign competition with home produc­
tions and those who would throw our markets open to the com­
petition of the world on equal terms. The overwhelming 
majority of this body may be classified between these two 
extremes. Many of them are trying to protect important in­
dustries in their districts and at the same time trying to lower 
duties on other imports in response to a general demand. In 
their efforts to do both and retain a semblance of consistency 
they are having a hard time. 

This question has been on my mind and has given me much 
· trouble, for I have been wrestling with myself on the question 
of consistency and fairness to all classes of our people-the 
farmers, manufacturers, and ultimate consumers. In the last 
session I paired for the Canadian reciprocity agreement, and 
this session I voted against it. These acts were inconsistent 
with each other and require an explanation to those who sent 
me here. 

At the outset let me say that while I changed my vote I did 
not change my mind, because I had no conviction or even 
opinion on its merits when I paired for it in February. The 
fact that it was earnestly recommended by our great Presi­
dent and came to Congress as an administration measure meant 
much to me. Ultimate consumers promptly favored it, because 
they thought it would reduce the cost of living. The city press 
was for it, including the three Syracuse dailies. The Tai-iff 
Board report was not then published, and little or no informa­
tion on the subject was obtainable. I went with Mr. ASHER 
HINDS, of Maine, to speak at a Lincoln anniversary celebration 
in Portland on the evening of February 13. We did not think 
it would be taken up for consideration during our absence, but 
to avoid taking any chance I paired for it, trying to justify 
myself with the argument that by so doing I was responding 
to the wishes of the majority of my constituents, who are con­
sumers rather than producers of foods. The bill was reported 
to the House on the evening of Saturday, February 11, and on 
the following Monday it was taken up, very hurriedly consid· 
ered, and passed Tuesday evening before my return. I can not 
say how I would have voted had I remained and heard the 
debate. 

Now, having paired for the measure in February, why did I 
vote against it in April? I will tell you. 

My disposition is quite stubborn and I am not anxious to 
change a position once taken, and would not have done so in 
this case were I not convinced that I could not fairly, con­
sistently, and honestly defend it. Unless a man believes in 
himself and his attitude on any question he can not convince 
others or maintain his self-respect. After the bill was passed 
by the House the farmers of the country awoke and com­
menced to write and petition Congressmen to oppose it. Their 
arguments appealed to my sense of justice and fair play, and I 
was not able to answer or refute them even to my own satis­
faction. I returned many answers to those who wrote me for 
and against the bill and to those who approved and condemned 
my vote, but in not one of them did I even attempt to defend 
it on the merits or justify my action, but did offer the excuse 
that a Congressman who represents a district part city and 
part country can not express the views of both elements when 
they are in direct conflict. I did not then expect another op­
portunity to vote on it and supposed I would have to stand on 
the record made, hence if there were any arguments which I 
could have honestly and conscientiously made in my defense I 
would not have remained silent. 

The Federal Constitution prondes that "all bills for raising 
revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives, but 
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the Senate may vropose or concur with amendments as on other 
bills." 

This is obviously a revenue bill,. for it contains a schedule of 
dutiable articles as well as a free list. It did not originate in 
the House of Representatives, but in the executive department 
of the Gm·ernment and w:is " submitted to Congress for its 
approval." It can not be amended by Congress, for it is 
claimed that chn.nges would nullify . the agreement. This is an 
extraordinary proceeding and an invasion of the functions of 
the legislative part of the Government. 

But let us consider it on its merits, and let me quote from 
the tariff plank in the last Republican platform, which is the 
only authority or guide the party has on tariff legislation: 

In all turi..tr legislation the true principle of protection is best main­
tained by the imposition of such duties as will equal the difference be­
tween the cost of production at home and abroad, together mth a 
reasonable profit to American industries • * * the aim and purpose 
of the Republican policy being not only to preserve, without excessive 
duties, that security against foreign competition to which American 
manufacturers, farmers, and J;lfOducers are entitled, but also to Illil.in­
tain the high standard of livm"' of the wage earners of this counh-y, 
who are the most direct beneficfaries of the protective system. 

There has been much discussion on the relatiY"e cost of pro­
duction of farm commodities on both sides of the border. Many 
figures n.nd comparisons have been submitted from the report ot 
the Tariff Board and other sources, which are embodied in 
the record. It seems to me the conclusion is clear that, \Yith 
respect to cereals, hay, cheese, butter, and other fa.rm prodGcts, 
the cost of production is less in Canada than in this country 
when you take into account the cost e>f �l�a�b�o�~� and fertilizers, 
the higher value of American fru·ms, and the larger yield on 
the Canadian side, been.use their land.a are new and fresh and 
more productive. The conclusion is equally clear that the 
prices during some years back ha.ve been higher in the States 
than in the Dominion by from 5 to 20 per cent. 

In President Taft's address before the members of the Asso­
ciated Press and the American Newspaper Publishers' Associa­
tion in New York on the evening of April 27 he stated that the 
Canadian reciprocity agreement would not injure the farmers 
or any particular class of people. If it will not injure the 
farmers, it will not help the city residents. Then why insist 
on a measure which will not help the ultimate commmers, which 
the farmers bitterly oppose, and which will cut off $5,000,000 of 
revenue? But I submit that the editors of agricultural papers 
and farmers' associations know quite as much about the cost 
of production and other conditions and prices on both sides of 
the border as does the President, and they are almost to a man 
against it because they believe it will hurt them. 

l\fy own judgment is that it will not hurt the farmers or 
help the city people as much as either party thinks, but that 
lt will hurt the farmers much more than it will help the city 
consumers. Canadians will sell at the American prices as far 
as possible and will not " bear " the market if they can help it; 
and it is safe to say that for e\'ery $3 the farmers lose the city 

- people will be lucky if they gain one, when the carriers, specu­
lators, cold-storage men, middlemen, and ultimate purveyors 
to the ultimate consumers all get their profits. 

Now, why should not the Republican platform on the tariff 
question be maintained and applied in behalf of the American 
farmers? Wby should not their products be protected by duties 
equal to the difference between the cost of production in this 
country and Canada? Leave out the provision for reasonable 
profits. 

I think it was a mistake to put it in the platform. For profits 
let them both depend on their energy and enterprise in run­
ning their farms. Since the enactment of the first tariff law 
the products of the farms as well as those of the factories 
have been protected. Why reverse that policy now, without 
investigation and without notice to the farmers? Why should 
our party pledge to the farmers be Yiolated, while we seem in­
clined to maintain it as to other industries? .A.re they not dis­
criminated against? Since wheat is put on the free list, why 
not flour? If the American farmer must sell his wheat in 
open competition with the Canadian, why not permit him to 
buy his flour in the same open murket? If he must sell his 
steer in competition with the Canadian farmer, why not let 
him buy his meat on the same terms? Since barley is placed 
on the free list, why not malt? Since oats are placed on the 
free list, why not oatmeal, rolled oats, and other manufac­
tured products of that grain? The various products of our 
flour manufacturers, meat p ckers, and malsters are protected. 
Our coal barons get better terms in this bill than in the Payne 
law. Wheat, bn.rley, oats, potatoes, hay, butter, and cheese 
aTe the finished products of the farmers. Why should they 
not be protected? The average farmer considers these mat­
ters and belieyes he is being discriminated against. There is 
no industry in this country which should be encouraged as 

much as agriculture, for there is none as important in the life 
of the Nation and the welfare of its people:. 

I may be charged with undue sympntlly for tbe f armer, but 
he is entitled to much consiclewtion for w h:-. t he has been 
through, and especially the New Yor!.; farmer. I 1Yas raised on 
a small farm of rough land and hn �~� e not forgo ten the hard 
struggle we had to dig from the soil u scanty �e �x�i�.�~�t�e�n �c�e �.� I am 
also familiar with the conditions of country i.rnd farm life in 
central Rew York fr om the close of the war to the present 
time. Men who bought fa rms before the rebellion at low 
prices readily paid for them in a few years at w ti. r prices and 
in depreciated paper currency; but those who bought farms 
after the war and at war pr ices, and paid down �~ �1�1� the money 
they had saved and gave mortgages for the bu1.wee, made bad 
bargains. They struggled for years and in n Yery hard. up· 
hill pull, working late and early and economizing in eyery 
possible way, hoping for better times and striving to pay tuxes 
and interest. 

The prices of farm commodities continued fo fall and they 
continued to grow poorer and poorer. :.Uortgagees, as a rule, 
did not wish to foreclose, for they knew they could not resell 
the lands for the amount of their liens ; and they ga \e the title 
owners every opportunity to remain on the farms and pay what 
they could in the way of interest. Some pulled through and 
paid for their holdings, but many failed; and along in the seven­
ties, eighties, and nineties were obliged to give np the struggle 
and surrender their farms without a. dollar after many years 
of the hardest kind of work and the st rictest economy. During 
that period their sons and daughters left the farms in despair 
and discouragement and sought employment in cities and indus­
trial centers. Many farms were abandoned and have not been 
redeemed ·to this day. Not until the last 8 or 10 years have 
conditions improved for the farmers in our State. Lately the 
prices ha\e been better, and whlle wages are higher farmers 
have been making a little money and enjoying more of the 
necessaries and comforts of life. According to the law of com .. 
pensation, they are entitled to this prosperity of the last few 
years for their 30 years of hard times. 

In a former period husbandry was the main occupation of our 
people, while now only about one-third of them are on the farms. 
That is a misfortune. It would be much better for the welfare 
of the country if a larger proportion of our people, men and 
women, were content to remain on the land. I can not criticize 
them for leaving, for I did the same thing. And yet I believe 
it would be wise policy on the part of the go\ernmen.ts of the 
Nation and States to offer every reasonable encouragement and 
inducement to the agricultural interests. The Nation needs a 
sturdy yeomanry, such as only a happy, healthy country life 
can maintain, and a blow at our farmers would be a serious and 
far-reaching mistake. 

The old Erie Canal from Albany to Buffalo was opened tu 
navigation in the year 1826. It was a remarkable achievement 
for that time and a splendid monument to the foresight, cour .. 
age, and enterprise of New Yorkers. It helped build up towns 
and cities along the line, and especially did it help Buffalo and 
New York. It gave the latter its great start toward the �c�o�m�~� 
mercial supremacy which it has maintained to the present time. 

But what effect did it have on our farmers? They paid their 
share of its cost, and very soon after its completion the rich, 
deep soil of the Mississippi Valley was opened up to cultiva­
tion and the canal furnished a cheaper means of transportation 
for the products of those lands to New York, Boston, and the 
consuming cities of the East. Our New York farmers were the 
losers both ways. They helped pay the freight and lost their 
markets. Later on the fierce competition with the New York 
Central lines, which extend from Albn.ny to Buffalo pal'allel 
with the canal, made transportation on the canal unprofitable, 
and in 1882 tolls were abolished. Thereafter the State main­
tained the canal, the farmers paying their share, for the direct 
benefit of their western competitors. Again, in the nineties, 
New York spent $9,000,000 in deepening tha.t ditch and addi­
tional sums for riparian damages caused by leakage, and the 
farmers paid their share for the benefit of their western busi­
ness rivals. 

A few years since our State bonded itself for $101,000,000 
for the construction of a barge canal, which will float larger 
boats propelled by steam and provide cheaper transportation 
and tend to keep down freight rates on all lines to the Atl antic 
seaboard. That will benefit Buffalo and New York very much 
and the intermediate cities some. But it will injure our 
:farmers by providing still cheaper transportation for the prod­
ucts of their western competitors. Not many of them Yoted 
for this appropriation, but they mnst pay their share. 

Only a few years ago and after all the lands of this country, 
available for homesteads without irrigation were taken up, and 
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the farmers of our State were in hopes that the flood of immi­
gration would turn backward to occU}>y and redeem the aban­
doned fai'Iilli of the East, our National Government entered 
upon large reclamation and irrigation projects in the arid and 
semiarid regions of the Roch"Y Mountains, thus making more land 
available for cultivation and more competitors for our farmers. 
But there is a limit to the possibilities of irrigation, and now 
when the time has come toward which onr farmers have been 
looking, whern the equilibrium is fairly established between the 
producers and consume.rs of foods in this country, when they 
may get betteu prices for their commodities, it is proposed to 
let down the, tariff bars all along the line between this country 
and Canada and subject them to free competition with an em­
pire on the north whose virgin soil and low-priced lands and 
lab<>r will ma.ke production of farm products much cheaper than 
in this countey. Is it surprising that they should complain of 
unfuir treatment and unjust discrimination? This reciprocity 
agreement, if enacted into law, will mean practically free trade 
to our :farmers, because the Canadians are about their only 
competitors. 

Why should our farmers' products be the first to be put on 
the free list"l They are not in a combination. They can not 
cren te trusts or monopolies. There are too many of them and 
they are too poor. They must continue in a real genuine com­
petition. Do the Canadian farmers contribute toward the main­
tena.nce of our Nation or State? Then, why should our m:rr­
t:et be thrown open to them on equal terms while other indus­
trie in this country are being protected? 

There is much juggling of figures and haggling as to the cost 
of production in thls country and Canada. Let us reduce the 
proposition to simple form. .r"'o one questions that it costs 
more to produce some farm crops in this country than in 
Canada, and that the average prices are higher on this side of 
the border. 

The farmers insist that the pledge in the Republican platform 
to protect them to the extent of that difference in the co t of 
producing those crops is a binding contract on the party and 
administration returned to office on that platform, and they 
fm.·tber insist that that contr::rct be kept. I can not conceive­
of any legal or equitable defense to their claim. 

Again, 5,296',389 tons of paver of all kinds are produced amm-
1Qally in this country, of which New York State makes 1,117,557 

tons. That is a large business and an important industry, and 
�~�i�f�'� it were in any of the smaller States, all the Representatiyes 

and the two Senators from that State would fight in its behalf 
O') regnrdless of party affiliations. But New York is so large in 

{>opulation and wealth and has so many great industries and 
�~�a�c�t�f�r�i�t�i�e�s� that its Representatives in Congress seldom unite on 

any proposition for its benefit. 
The Tariff Board appointed by President Taft, in a recent 

report, gives the following comparative statement of the cost 
per ton of the products of fhe following items in the United 
States and Canada: 

United ·canada Differ- Payne 
States. · ence. duty. _____________ , ___________ _ 

Ground woodpulp .•.....•. ·-········-·· 

�~�~�~�~�~�r�i�E�f�f�a�:�P�e�?�:�:�:�:� ::: :: : :: : : : : :.: : :::::: 
$14. 78 
32. 72 
32.53 

$11.13-
27.34 
28,39 

$3.65 
5.38 
4.14 

$1.66 
3.33 
3'. 75 

The present duty on print paper is only $3.75 a ton, and this 
report shows that it costs $4.14 more n ton to produce it in this 
country than in Canada. Will not these paper manufacturers 
and' their employees be injured by the proposed agreement? 

Why should not the protective p-rinciple as stated in our plat­
form be recognized for the protection of the manufacturers of 
paper as well as those of other goods? Is this an unnecessary 
or disreputable business? Is there any reason wby it should be 
discriminated againstt except the fact that nearly all our maga­
zine and newspaper publishers are demanding free print paper? 
The farm is a heme and must be kept running even at a loss. 
Not so with paper and pulp mills. Their owners will not run 
them at a los . They will reduce the wages of their employees 
or move their pfants across the border, where the production of 
paper is �c�~�p�e�r�.� They are being sacrificed as a peace offering 
to a greedy and aggressive pressr 

When the Canadian ·reciprocity bill was before the House in 
February it stood alone; but in this Congress the situation is 
entirely chan;;ed. The Democrats are in control, with a major­
ity of 67, and they seem to be fairly well organized and united. 

Early in the session they reported to the House what is 
kn wn as a free-list Mll of articles required and used on farms, 
as n companion piece to the Canadian reciprocity bill and as a 
compensation to farmers for depri"'Ving them ·of protection. It 

is bad in many ways. It would open our markets to �t�h�~� free 
admission of those goods from Germany, France, and other 
manufacturing countries, while their vorts are closed to our 
products of the same kind, except on payment of tariff duties. 
It would reduce the employment of our workmen apd deprive 
our Treasury of about $10,000,000 annually, and would not ma­
terially lower the price to our people. Among other things it 
includes all farming implements, bagging for cotton, burlaps, 
boots and shoes, and salt, the producers of which in our country ' 
a.re crying out against this proposed legislation. I shall ham to 
vote for this bill as an entirety. Shall I vote to put salt on the 
free list? The time was when the salt indusb.·y was the most 
important one in Syracuse. The location of our city was de­
termined by the discovery of brine on the shores of Onondaga 
Lake. I remember when the boiling of salt was a profitable 
business, when the upper end of the lake was surrounded by salt 
blocks, all smoking and steaming, day and night, and each 
\alued at about $10,000. 

But the Wilson-Gorman free-trade law destroyed the fine-salt 
part of that industry, and this proposed law would finish what 
is left of the coarse-salt business. You may say, ''Let it go; 
there is not mu<!h of it left." Well, I do not feel quite that 
way about it. It gave Syracuse its start in prosperity and 
progress, until it is now a large and enterprising business 
�c�e�n�~�~� · 

Woodman, spare that tree! 
Touch not a single bough.! 

In youth it shelter'd me, 
And I'll protect it now. 

Yet, had r · voted to compel farmers to sell in a free-trade 
market and now vote to compel them to buy what they need 
on their farms in a protected market, that action would be so 
one-sitled and unfair that I could not go home and look a 
:farmer in the face. 

The Democratic majority in the Honse exultingly approved 
the Canadian pact as a Democratic measure and a part of their 
program. They said it was a step, and only a short step, in 
the right direction, and that it would be followed by many other 
bills to the same effect. It seemed to me that I was at the 
fork of the roads, with two ways opell-€ither to go with the 
Democrats and vote for their program or return to the Repub­
lican platform-and I chose the latter course. 

The twenty-ninth New York district has at all national elec­
tions since the war indorsed. the Republican Party and the pro­
tective policy by large majorities. In November, 1908, Presi­
dent Taft carried Onondaga County by a plurality of 10,573 votes 
and Madison County by a plurality of 2,493 votes on the tariff 
platform above quoted, and I was elected on the same ticket 
and bound by the same pledge. There are many reasons why 
it has been and is a reliable protection stronghold. In former 
times the salt industry was relatively very important., and it 
needed and received protection in. the ta.ti.fr acts. That tended 
tc> develop protection sentiment. The growing of tobacco in the 
northern and western parts of Onondaga County has been 
profitable; likewise the cigar-making and tobacco-manufactur­
ing industries in Syracuse. In the southwestern part of the 

1 county the growing of teazles was quite extensively followed. 
In the northern part of the county willow osiers are grown, 

and in Liverpool the ma.king of baskets is a permrulent in­
dustry. Madison County is a hop-growing locality, and there 
are in the district quite important and extensive deposits ot 
gypsum, all of which have been protected in Republican tariff 
acts. Syracuse has grown and prospered very largely on its man­
ufacturing industries, the products of many of which have been, 
and are, on- the list of protected articles. On account of these 
special industries, as well as the general ones in which our 
people are engaged in common with other parts of the State 
and country, the majority of our citizens, employers and em­
ployees alike, have again and again declared in favor of a 
protective policy. 

Years ago prohibitive duties were advocated and levied, in 
many cases, on the theory that if we excluded foreign goods 
new industries would be· created and de1eloped at home and 
that healthy and real competition between American producers 
would keep the price down, and even reduce it below that of 
the importer. That was generally true, and that policy con­
tinued to give general satisfaction until our home manufac­
turers ceased to compete and entered into gigantic combinations 
and created trusts and monopolies by which they could extract 
from the people unreasonably high profits. The effect or their 
avarice and greed is to make the tariff policy under which we 
have so remarkably prospered less popnla.r with the consuming 
public, and there is a growing disposition to reduce the duties 
on articles of general consumption. But that should not be 
done in a haphazard manner, and only after careful and thor­
ough investigation of the facts. When American producers of 
a given article cease to compete in the open market, but or-
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ganize into combinations to control the output and raise the 
price beyond what is required for a reasonable profit it may 
be well to lower the duty or remove it altogether on that article, 
in the hope that foreign competition may relieve our consumers 
from extortion. Howe\er, in such legislation care should be 
exerci ed that honest manufacturers and fair-dealing people 
should not be ruined and that the innocent should not suffer 
with the guilty. You would not drown the dog to kill the fleas 
or burn the tavern to destroy the cockroaches. 

Right here it should be remembered that there is no monopoly 
in this country in agricultural products. Then why commence 
on the farmers with hostile legislation? Why put their goods 
on the free list while monopolies are allowed to go unchecked? 

President 'raft said in his message: 
I do not wish to hold out the prospect that the unrestricted inter­

change of food products will greatly and at once reduce their cost to 
the people of this country. 

Then why this extraordinary method in tariff legislation, 
without any inT"estigation of the facts and without giving the 
people whom it will most affect a hearing? What was the 
pressing need of it? Why was it not recommended to Congress 
by a general or special message, in the regular manner, so that 
it could be considered in the ordinary way as a separate piece 
of legislation or as a part of a general tariff bill? He contends 
that it will increase trade between the two countries, and says: 

The entire foreign trade of Canada in the last fiscal year, 1910, was 
S!l55,000,000. The imports were $376,000,000, and of this a.mount 
the United States contributed more than $223,000,000. The reduction 
in the duties imposed by Canada will largely increase this amount and 
give us even a · 1arger share of her market than we now enjoy, great 
as that is. 

Let us see. The total imports were $376,000,000. A fair 
estimate of the Canadian imports of things that are not grown 
or produced in this country is about 30 per cent of the total 
imports, or $112,800,000. That leaves $263,200,000 of Canadian 
imports of a kind of goods produced in this country. Of this 
we have already $223,000,000, which leaves only $40,200,000, less 
than 11 per cent, to be divided among all the other nations. 
That is about as large a proportion of her trade as we could 
reasonably expect, when it is remembered that she gives Great 
Brita'in a preferential of 30 per cent. True, if we throw our 
market of 92,000,000 people, the best in the world, open to 
Canadian agricultural products and her farmers get better 
prices on that account, they may be able to buy more of our 
manufactured goods. 

But that is too high a price to pay for · a little trade. That 
may be Democratic reciprocity, which is free trade, but it is not 
and never was Republican reciprocity. The principle of protec­
tion is the placing of an import duty on an article, the same or 
similar to one produced in this country, for the protection of 
the home producer, while reciprocity, as expounded by Blaine, 
McKinley, and Dingley, is the reduction or removal of im­
port duty on an article produced in a foreign country and not 
in this, in case that country makes the same concession with 
respect to an article produced in this country and not in that. 
Therefore, of necessity, recip·:ocity must be in noncompetitive 
articles. 

Speaking on this subject, President McKinley said in his 1897 
inaugural address : 

The end in view always to be the opening np of new markets for the 
products of our Gountry by granting concessions to the products of 
other lands that we need and can not produce ourselves and which do 
not involve any loss of labor to our people, but tend to increase their 
employment. 

Most people are selfish, and city residents, on first blush, were 
inclined to favor this Canadian pact in the hope that it would 
reduce the cost of living. That is denied by its advocates and 
apologists. But, for the sake of argument, admit that it will; 
what will be the result? First, it will injure the agricultural 
business, and the farmers will not be able to buy as liberally 
from the merchants. That loss will be felt by employers and 
employees alike. The cultivation of the soil is the largest in­
dustry in this country, and the one on which all ethers depend 
for support. When farmers are doing well, general prosperity 
prevails. When their business is unprofitable and depressed, 
every line of manufactures, trade, and commerce suffers. Sec­
ond, if they are deprived of protection, think you they will con­
sent to the protection of the manufacturers? If they are forced 
onto a free-trade basis, how long will they submit to protective 
duties on commodities they buy? They are neither angels nor 
idiots, and are quite well organized. What is sauce for the 
goose is sauce for the gander. 

It is a very shortsighted policy which would lead manu­
facturers who are receiving good prices for their goods, and 
employees who are getting good wages for making them, to de­
prive the farmer of his protection. Will they not reciprocate 
by depriving the manufacturers and mechanics of their pro-

tection? The inevitable result will be the inauguration of a 
reign of free trade or tariff for revenue onJy. If that is what 
the country wants, the enactment into law of the reciprocity 
agreement is the surest and quickest way to accomplish it. 

Every Congressman is in receipt of letters and telegrams 
from manufacturers of articles contained in the farmers' free­
list bill protesting against its enactment into law. Their fil'st 
and I>rincipal argument is that, if they are deprived of their 
present protection and thrown into free competition with the 
cheap labor of Europe and Asia, they will have to close their 
shops or reduce the wages of their employees. If they are for 
the Canadian reciprocity agreement their pleas are unreasonable 
and one sided. 

I was interested in the remarks of the gentleman from l\Ias­
sachusetts [Mr. HARRIS]. It was an eloquent and pathetic 
plea for the boot and shoe manufacturers of the country in 
general and for . his own State and district in particular. The 
following is a cross section of his speech : 

With Germany and France and Canada imposing duties on boots and 
shoes, with these countries equipped with tbe same machinery that our 
own people have, copying the style and methods, �~�a�i�n�i�n�g� in efficiency 
in the use of our -most approved machinery, and with a wage rate only 
about ha.If of ours, can we expect to benefit the boot and shoe worker 
by putting his produet on the free Ust? 

If these facts are true, you can not, and if the wage rate in 
Canada is only about half of ours, how can our paper and pulp 
manufacturers and their empolyees compete with the Cana­
dians, whose forests are extensive and convenient and whose 
water powers and other facilities for production are as good as 
ours; and how can our farmers and their hired men compete 
with the Canadians, whose lands are new and fresh and more 
productive than ours, very much cheaper, and practically un­
limited in extent? 

Yet Mr. HARRIS voted to put print paper and farm products 
on the free list, and asks other Republicans to vote against the 
same treatment for boots and shoes. He is a new Member, fresh 
from the people, from the Brocton district which elected Gov­
ernor Foss to Congress about a year ago, and represents what 
is known as "the Massachusetts idea " of reciprocity, which is. 
bristled to the snout, and demands the right for Massachusetts 
to buy in a free-trade market and sell in a protected market. 
That was the idea which coerced all the Republicans from his 
St?-te but one to vote for the Canadian pact. 

If employers and employees in the shops whose business is 
made profitable by protection cry out against the removal of the 
duties on their goods, why should they not stand for protection 
on farm products? If they could sell in a protected market and 
buy in a free-trade market they would like it; but that .can not 
be. Either the protective principle must be maintained, and 
people must continue to give as well as take, or the whole pro· 
tective system under which our country has been so pro perous 
during the last. 40 years will fall to the ground. If public 
sentiment is growing so strong against protective duties that a 
majority of the people are determined to remove them altogether, 
it should be done by degrees. If we are up on stilts, it �~�o�u�l�d� 
be well for our safety to get down gradually. If the tarit? 
rates on farm products are unduly high, and they are on most 
things, reduce them gradually, and likewise scale down the 
duties on the things that farmers buy and use on their farms. 
That would be not only the fair, but the safe cour e to pursue. 

It would be a serious mistake to cut off all protection from 
competitive articles by one enactment or in a single year. Busi­
ness depression would surely follow, and poor men and women 
who have no provision for the future and live from day to day 
on their daily wage would be the greatest sufferers. Experi­
enced business men realize the danger, and just before the vote 
was taken on the bill we were flooded with telegrams and letters 
from manufacturers and business houses throughout the coun­
try advising us to vote against it, not that the reciprocity agree­
ment would injure them directly, but because they feared-its 
ultimate effect on the business of the country. 

Already business is feeling the bad effect of this tariff tinker­
ing, and conservative business men, who do not know what is 
coming, are preparing for the worst by keeping close to the 
shore and reefing their sails for a possible storm. 

An analysis of the vote on the bill may be of interest. Not­
withstanding the influence of the President and the press, only 
66 out of 160 Republican Representatives voted for it.' Seventy­
eight voted against it and 16 did not vote. Thirteen out of 15 
votes from the three southern New England States were cast 
for it, 1 against it, and 1 Member did not vote. Out of 22 from 
Pennsylvania, 14 were for it and only 5 against it. The great 
iron and steel industries of that State were not disturbed, and 
coal has more favorable terms under this agreement than under 
the Payne law. It received 16 additional votes from great city 
districts, leaving 23 which were picked up throughout the 
country. · 
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There are 14 States bordering on Canada, or the boundary 
waters, from Maine to Washington. It is safe to say that the 
farmers of those States are better acquainted than those 
farther south with the actual conditions on either side of the 
border, including the wages of labor, the value of farm lands, 
the average yield per acre, the cost of production, and the 
prevailing prices of staple farm products. It is obvious that 
they would come into more immediate and direct competition 
with Canadian farmers and suffer more from free trade in 
farm products than would their neighbors toward the south. 
There are 73 Republicans in this Congress from those 14 States, 
of whom only• 21 voted for the reciprocity agreement, and of 
tho e 21, 13 are from large city districts, leaving only 8 from 
mixed districts who voted for it These figures would seem 
to indicate that the farmers are quite generally and earnestly 
opposed. to this measure, and it would further seem that their 
protests should be respected. 

I could, perhaps, have avoided a record vote, but wanted to 
correct my mistake in the last session. I was well aware that 
the city newspapers of the country were back of this measure, 
and expected they would condemn my action, and was not sur­
prised when the Syracuse dailies joined in the "anvil chorus." 
However, it should not be forgotten by the readers of news­
papers that they are directly and selfishly interested. They 
want free print paper, that they may buy it cheaper. 

The American people are their audience every morning and 
evening. They know their power and others know it, and they 
have used it to the limit They ha-re determined to coerce 
the Government and the party to violate its solemn pledge by 
removing the duty on what they buy. Newspaper and maga­
zine publishers are now especially favored. by the Government, 
which is suffering an annual loss of many millions of dollars 
on second-class mail matter for their benefit. 

The present duties on wood pulp, sulphite pulp, and print 
paper are not excessive for revenue purposes, yet they are not 
willing to contribute a little toward the support of the Gov­
ernment, while the poor man pays a tax of about 80 per cent 
on the sugar consumed by his family. · Most of them are doing 
good business and making fair profits on their investments 
and have prospered under present conditions. But they are not 
satisfied. They are demanding that an exception be made 
for their profit in the general tariff policy. 

On the other hand, I had no possible interest in opposing the 
Canadian pact. It would have been much pleasanter to ac­
commodate the President and much easier to drift with what 
Syracuse newspapers say is the prevailing opinion in our city. 
I was very reluctant to draw the fire of the Syracuse press or 
provoke the adverse criticism of Syracuse people who, in com­
mon with all others, would like to buy what they consume 
in the cheapest market and sell what they produce in the 
dearest market. Nor was I unmindful of the fact that the ma­
dority of my constituents reside in that city, but I do not 
believe they would have asked me to violate the pledge on 
which I was seven times elected, nor do I think they would 
have urged me to support that measure if they believed, as I 
do, that it is the first blow of a general and indiscriminate 
assault upon the protective system. Many of them remember 
what happened the last time that was tried. 

There are in the Nation several all-city and perhaps no all­
country districts. The great majority of them are mixed. In 
one there is a majority of urban population and in the next a 
majority of agricultural people. In such cases a Representative 
can not express the views of both if they are in direct conflict. 
Then, should he, in determining his action on a great far­
reaching national question like this, be guided only by a count 
of the people or votes in the country and city portions of his 
district, and side with the majority? Should he pay no atten­
tion to the merits of the proposition? Should he assume that 
city people would approve an act which is unjust to their rural 
neighbors? I think not. This measure is, in my judgment, 
discriminatory, unjust, unfair, and indefensible. My former 
action had the commendation of the interested newspapers but 
that did not satisfy my judgment or conscience. I could not 
deceive myself, because it did not seem right. In opposing the 
Canadian agreement I voted with the majority of my party in 
obedience to the pledge on which I was elected and �a�g�a�~�t� a 
measure which, if enacted into law, will, I very much fear, 
precipitate such a radical and reckless revision of our tariff 
schedules as to bring on a period of industrial depression and 
hard times from which city people will suffer more than the 
farmers. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Maryland [l\Ir. LINTmcmr]. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, just to your north, and, in 
fact, surrounding you on all sides save one, is a State, though 

small in area, blessed with a history for deeds done and 
works achieved that could well be the envy of her larger and 
more powerful sisters of this great Union. Maryland, though 
less than 240 miles in length and less than 125 miles in width 
at its widest portion, is inhabited by a people of many occupa­
tions, many professions, many trades, and many•lines of em­
ployment Extending, as she does, from the shores of the 
Atlantic Ocean to the peaks of the Allegheny Mountains, em­
bracing in her limits that magnificent Chesapeake Bay, one of 
the largest bays in the very world itself, blessed by many navi­
gable rivers giving access to ships from various parts of the 
world and connected with the remotest parts of the Continent 
by great trunk lines, is calling upon this Congress to lessen the 
burden of taxation levied indirectly, but most surely, upon her 
people who have for so many years borne the burden with pa­
tience and who would again be willing to take up the burden 
should circumstances and the necessities of the country de­
mand it. 

Coming, as I do, from the great city of Baltimore, on the 
shores of' the Patapsco River, that noble rh·er where at Fort 
McHenry the British were repulsed in the War of 1812 and the 
Star Spangled Banner was born, you will naturally suppose that 
I am primarily interested in placing upon the free list those 
things so needful to the residents of large cities; those things 
which go to cheapen the cost of living; those things which go 
to feed the thousands of people living within the confines of 
Baltimore in particular and the State of Maryland and country 
at large in general, and such is the case. 

There is great uneasiness throughout the land; the people 
have so long heard the boast of prosperity and progress; they 
have so long heard of the great riches of our land and of the 
fact that we are the greatest people and the richest people on 
the globe; they have viewed with wonder and admiration the 
building of great libraries throughout the land, the endowment 
of universities and colleges, the wealth of the great railroads 
which gird the country with iron bands, uniting cities and 
States and carrying millions of people; steamships, the like of 
which was never dreamed of by our ancestors, giving comfort 
and convenience such as even Solomon in all his glory perhaps 
did not enjoy; on every side they behold swift and magnificent 
automobiles carrying ladies clad in raiment the raw material 
of which must have been gathered. from the four corners of 
the world; at the great expositions and factories they stand, 
viewing with amazement the machinery, which seems to do its 
work with such neatness and accuracy but with such dispatch 
that they can hardly realize that it has not the brains of man 
within for its guidance and control; on the farms they behold 
the great steam plows preparing the soil, the self-binder or 
the machine which cuts, thrashes, and bags the grain for ship­
ment; in the abattoir they notice that the meat is hardly 
handled before it lands in the great cold-storage vaults of the 
meat combine, and nothing lost except the squeal; they hear 
great orators tell of how by modern machinery one man can do 
the work of many and the cost of production is thereby les­
sened, and they go home and in the recesses of their domiciles 
begin to wonder why it is, with this great country endowed 
with resources and wealth as Providence never endowed one 
before, with a people intelligent and able and willing and 
ready to work, that they, the toilers and producers, the bone 
and sinew of the land, find it so hard, so burdensome, and so 
laborious to even get enough food and cheap raiment to feed 
and clothe those dependent ·upon them. 

What is the answer? Evidently a cog is loose somewhere 
and something must be wrong, and so they have turned to the 
Democratic Party to furnish relief-that party which has 
so long stood for the masses as against the classes, and whose 
time-honored and J:µstoric principle has ever been " Equal 
rights to all and· special privileges to none," and which should 
be to all its chosen representatives their constantly heeded 
guide in all legislation of whatsoever kind; that party which 
believes that the taxing power given by the Constitution to the 
National Government was intended for the production of reve­
nue sufficient to run the Government economically adminis­
tered and not for the purpose of granting special privileges 
to the few at the expense of the many. �~� · 

It is not true to say that the disquietude among our people 
arises from the ordinary differeJices existing because of thrift or 
indolence, but it is true. that this condition exists because 
those against whom these inequalities operate are conscious 
of the fact that the Government has not protected them in 
their rights and has given special _advantages to others against 
them. 

The undeniable results of this unjust administration of gov­
ernment are accomplished in the main by the consolidation o:fl 
the various enterprises of the country under one central con-
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trol popularly designated as trusts, combines, or monopolies 
and their encroachment upon the welfare of the people because 
of the Government's acts of omission or commission regarding 
them; having a well-nigh universal control of the vast produc­
ing, manufacturing, and industrial enterprises of the country, 
and being pr4>tected by a high prohibitory tariff, have it within 
their ability on the one hand to create and maintain ex­
orbitant selling prices of trust-controlled products and thereby 
to produce an exaessive cost ·of the necessities of life and living 
through the land, and on the other hand to force a low selling 
price of materials and products needed for trust productions; 
to limit the extent of productions; to control the Yolume of re­
munerative employment and thereby establish the compensation 
of the employed. 

That they exercise this ability is fearfully brought home to 
the people; to the consumer, in the remarkable increase in the 
cost of that which he consumes; to those whose only means of a 
livelihood is in employment, by the difficulty in securing emJ 
ployment ; to the employed, by the difficulty that they have in 
maintaining a living rate of wages; and to those who are com­
pelled to sell their products to the trusts, in the struggle to 
get for them reasonable living prices. 

This ability to control the market for that which it buys and 
that which it sells, and arbitrarily to dominate production, the 
Yolume of employment, and the rate of wages gives to the 
trusts the power and opportunity of exacting enormous profits 
as returns from these enterprises. Competition being an­
nihilated, the only limit placed upon the tribute they exact 
is the patience of a long-suffering people and the amount of 
tariff duties levied by the Government on corresponding foreign 
products. The power of the trusts to control the amount of 
production leaves them free to produce only so much as can be 
sold in the domestic markets at such exorbitant prices as they 
choose to demand, subjected only to. the competition of cor­
responding foreign goods plus the tariff on them. Then, the 
unerring conclusion that the higher the tariff duties on cor­
responding foreign products the higher the prices the trusts can 
compel the domestic consumers to pay for their products and 
the higher the cost of living. 

Herein we have the reason why every one of these trusts, 
combines and monopolies favor Republican principles and the 
�U�e�p�u�b�l�i�c�~�n� Party and opposes Democratic principles fill:d the 
Democratic Party. One is their willing slave, guaranteemg to 
them in their national platforms reasonable profits at the ex­
pense of the consumer, bringing to them undeserved tribute 
wrung from the people by unjust legislation; the other they 
oppose as their enemy, because it would deny to them this 
tribute by maintaining just government. 

The a vowed purpo8e of the Republican policies is the pro­
tection of American industries and labor, by means of protective 
tHriff duties imposed for this purpose as the governing prin­
ciple, with the result that .while it prevents foreign competition 
it operates, at the same time, to confine home products to the 
home markets, thus depriving American products of the oppor­
tunity of a larger foreign market and limiting production to the 
needs of home consumption. 

When we remove this prohibitory tariff, which restrains the 
production and commerce of the country, there will be an enor­
mously increased demand for the products of this country in the 
world market, creating a larger volume of remunerative em­
ployment and a greater demand for labor, which, I believe, is 
the only manner of increasing the rate of wages outside of labor 
organizations. 

I believe there are two concurrent methous of correcting the 
glaring inequalities which are rapidly dividing the people of 
the country into two great classes-the enormously wealthy, 
who control the property of the country at will, and the depend­
ent employed, who must be subservient to gain a living. One 
method is to enact and enforce legislation that will prevent 
tru ts and combinations in restraint of manufacture, trade, and 
commerce, thus restoring and maintaining to all the opportunity 
of entering into industrial and commercial enterprises without 
the fear of being driven to bankruptcy by the machinations of 
tbe trusts. 

The other method is to reduce the tariff duties to the neces­
sities of the Federal Government economically administered, 
with the special purpose in view of so reducing the tariff on 
these products in which the trusts have a monopoly of the home 
market and depend upon excessive tariff duties to exact high 
prices from home consumers, and place upon the free list, as 
fast as necessary revenues will permit, those articles which 
will relieve our stomachs and backs from taxation. 

The cost of manufacturing any given product depends in the 
main upon two controlling factors : First, the cost of the ma-

terials, and, second, the cost of the labor required to fashion 
them into the finished product. 

The cost of labor to our manufacturers is at least 5 per cent 
less than the cost of labor to the manufacturer in England, 
the chief competing industrial nation of the world. The cost 
of materials for manufactured productions in our country is 
at least 45 per cent greater than the cost of such materials to 
the foreign manufacturer consequent upon the operation of 
tariff taxes and trust manipulations. With an advantage in 
the cost of labor and with a cost of materials less to them, 
because of the great natural resources of our country, our manu­
facturers could successfully meet the competition •of the foreign 
manufacturers in the markets of the world; and this would be 
our industrial accomplishment and status were it not hindered 
and denied by the protective-tariff policy of the Republican 
Party in maintaining the high costs of mate1ials. A reduction 
of tariff duties and a denial of the right of trusts to operate in 
restraint of trade, thus· giving our manufacturers a cost of 
materials no greater than the cost of materials to foreign manu­
facturers, would unquestionably place our manufacturers in a 
positioll" to make and sell their products in the markets of the 
world in a successful competition. Were they thus enabled to 
meet successfully the competition of the foreign markets, they 
most assuredly would be enabled, for the same reasons, to suc­
cessfully meet that same competition in their own home market 
and make it impossible to flood the home market with foreign 
products, thus showing the absolute fallacy of this reason for 
refusing tariff reduction in accordance with the demands of the 
Democratic Party and the people. 

Were it provided in the tariff laws that the wage earners in 
protected industries should receive, directly, their proportional 
part of the increased price of domestic products, caused by the 
increase in the tariff on corresponding foreign goods and trust 
manipulations thereunder, then the Republican Party might 
claim that the protective-tariff principle was a benefit and a 
necessity to wage earners; but as no such provision is made, 
or is possible, and as all of the benefit of the increased price 
of domestic products resulting from tariff duties goes into the 
coffers of the favored classes directly and none into the pockets 
of the wage earners, except through their generosity or con­
cession, the fallacy of this reason is sh·ikingly, apparent. 

No greater fallacy was ever imposed upon a credulous people 
than the one that the rate of wages is dependent in any way 
upon taxes levied upon imported products. The rate of wages 
paid to the wage earner depends absolutely upon the existing 
volume of employment and the number of wage earners avail­
able to perform work. The higher rate of wages generally 
prevailing in this country in manufacturing industries is pro­
duced primarily by the greater skill, efficiency, and productive-· 
ness of our wage earners, and which greater productivene s 
affords our manufacturers a lower cost of labor; and, second, 
by the efforts of labor organizations in temporarily increasing 
the demand for wage earners by voluntarily withdrawing from 
employment enough to maintain the higher rate. 

The actual status of the wage earner under the present pro­
tective tariff is: If he gets any increase in his rate of wages, 
thereby the fund out of which he is to be paid goes first into 
the possession of his employer; there is no legal way of com­
pelling his employer, who is most generally a trust, to pay it 
over to him, if he tries to collect his portion through his labor 
organizations he is met either with an injunction, the militia, 
or a discharge; that his cost of living is increased for his 
prosperity; economy in production has closed the door of in­
numerable factories; the limitations placed upon productions 
has lessened the number of working days in the year; and the 
ever increasing relative supply of wage earners to the demand 
existing under such conditions keeps his actual earning ca­
pacity at the lowest point and of uncertain duration. A reduc­
tion in the costs of the necessities of life, a reduction in the 
costs of materials used in manufacture, and an increase in the 
volume of production by reducing tariff duties, I believe, should 
be the sincere and untiring endeavor of every Democratic Rep­
resentative in Congress. [Applause.] 

The bill before us, known as the farmers' free-list bill, I feel 
is in line with these ideas and suggestions, giving, as it does 
to the farmers cheaper agricultural implements and cheaper 
material for the bagging or binding of his agricultural products; 
thereby lessening the cost to him of his goods when ready for 
market, which will therefore be sold to the consumer at a 
cheaper price; but not only does it take from the farmer these 
tariff taxes and give to him the chance to buy in his home 
market as cheap, and perhaps cheaper, than can the farmer of 
other countries who has heretofore been able to buy American-

-..... ·- " ,_..._ 
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made goods cheaper than the American farmer could buy them 
at home. . 

The farmer is the great producer of that which keeps the 
body and soul together; he, during his s·ea.son, is perhaps the 
hardest-worked individual we have in our land; it is to him 
that we owe our very existence; and yet 'tlnder Republican tariff 
legislation he has received little or no relief and seldom much 
consideration, and why? Because he goes on with his great 
occupation, paying little heed to public life, content with his 
home and his family, and happy when he can meet his just 
obligations like an honest man and have enough remaining 
for his family's support and education. He does not expect 
great wealth and meddles little with the affairs of other men. 
He does not form combinations in restraint of trade or try 
to corner the market, but produces as abundantly as possible 
and goes forth with his goods to meet competition at home and 
abroad; but when he goes to buy he discol'ers that, by virtue 
of high tariff, he must pay such prices as demanded by the 
infant industries of which he has heard so much, but which 
have grown into giant monopolies which he no longer recog­
nizes. Not alone, however, will he be benefited by removing 
the tariff from food products and lumber, but the laborer, the 
other man who produces and fashions into shape the wealth 
of the world, will be benefited in that his cost of living will 
be lessened and the material which goes into the construction 
of his home will no longer be subject to taxation and monopoly. 

All Americans of whatsoever occupation must and will be 
aided by taking off that tariff which affects their stomachs by 
admitting free many commodities which go to feed the 92,-
000,000 inhabitants of our land. 

.Mr. Chairman, I am particularly anxious to see this bill 
become a law; it means so much to our farmers of both the 
North and the South; it means so much to the inhabitants of 
our cities who are crying out for cheaper foodstuffs, cheaper 
shoes and leather goods, and cheaper homes. They will believe 
that at last they have come into their own, that they, too, are 
to be considered in the legislation of our Government, and 
that the great wealth, the prosperity, and good things of this 
God-given country of ours are to be enjoyed by all alike, the 
rich and the poor, the great and the small; that no longer will the 
man who depends for his living upon the sweat of his brow be 
compelled to have a top to his market basket to prevent 
others from seeing how little he has been able to purchase with 
his hard-earned salary. 

Then will they believe that the day is fast approaching when 
tariff taxes will be for revenue and not to create a favored 
class, with guaranteed profits. Then will the free list of the 
Republican Party, consisting of fossils, broken bells, junk, 
acorns, skeletons, divi-divi, apatite, teeth, and ipecac become a 
joke and the new free list announced by the Democratic Party, 
consisting of beef, mutton, and pork, cereals, lumber, sewing 
machines, salt, farming implements, shoes and other leather 
goods, will bring peace, happiness, and contentment to our 
people. No longer will there be the sound of broken bells, but 
harmonious and joyous bells, as depicted in Poe's beautiful 
poem ; the teeth provided by the Republican free list will be 
kept busy enjoying the Democratic free list; apatite (appetite) 
of the Republican free list, so long unsatisfied, will be satisfied; 
and divi-divi, those words of the Republican free list whose 
meaning has so long been unknown to the consumers, will be 
interpreted by a Democratic Congress to mean " a square deal 
for all," when legislation and taxation in the interests of the 
few shall no longer exist, but all our people shall enjoy alike 
those blessings and good things so bountifully bestowed upon 
our land-the land of the free and the home of the brave. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. MORGAN] for 30 minutes. 

l\Ir . .MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, when the general debate on 
this bill shall have ended, and the time shall come for amend­
ments, if I have the opportunity I shall propose to amend by 
striking out, on page 3, in lines 4 to 12, inclusive, the following 
words, to wit: 

Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh salted 
pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or �p�r�e�s�~�r�v�e�d� ill 
any manner ; bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard c01npounds, and lard 
substitutes; and sausage and sausage meats. 

Buckwheat flour, corn meal. wheat flour and semolina, rye flour 
bran, middlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal and rolled oats' 
and all prepared cereal foods; and biscuits, bread, wafers, and similar 
articles not sweetened. 

If the above paragraphs were stricken out, the bill would in­
clude manufactured products which the farmers use, and there­
fore must purchase, and if the placing of these articles on the 
free list caused any reduction in the price of the articles, the 
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farmers would reap the entire benefit of the legislation. I 
the.refore plead with the Democratic majority, that controls the 
legislation in this House, to permit this bill to be amended as 
I have suggested. · 

The Democratic Party is certainly not committed to the 
policy of placing farm products or articles manufactured out of 
such products upon the free list. I have carefully examined 
the Democratic platform of 1908, and the only specific demand 
in that platform to place certain articles on the free list was 
made in the following paragraph: 

We demand the immediate repeal of the tariff on wood pulp, print 
paper, lumber, timber, and logs, and that these articles be placed on 
the free list. 

Why, then, should the Democratir-majority in this Honse, in 
the very first bill it presents in the revision of the tariff, place 
a long list of farm products on the free list? If it was a part 
of the Democratic policy to place our farmers in competition 
with the farmers of all other countries, why was this not 
clearly stated in the platform of 1908 and presented to the 
people in the congressional campaign of 1910? 

The Republi.can platform of 1908 specifically declared in the 
tariff plank that the very object of its protective tariff policy 
was-
to preserve, without excessive duties, that security against foreign com­
petition to which American manufacturers, farmers, and producers are 
entitled. 

Farmers were specifically named with manufacturers and 
other producers. 

So that, so far as· the Republican doctrine is concerned, by 
our platform, by our party literature, by the legislation which 
the Republican Party has enacted during its entire history, the 
party stands committed to the policy of giving the farmer pro­
tection equal to the protection afforded to the manufacturer. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

PROTECTION CORRECT POLICY. 

For one, I believe in the policy of protection. I am willing to 
vote for any measure that guarantees ample protection to all 
home industries, to every section of our country, and to Ameri­
can citizens engaged in every lawful and legitimate business. 
Very recently this �H�o�u�~�e� passed what is known as the Cana­
dian reciprocity bill. On the Republican side of this House 
this measure had the support of many Members who claim to 
be protectionists. It appears that the majority of the Republi­
cans who voted for the Canadian reciprocity bill represent city 
congressional districts and districts in the East that contain 
large manufacturing interests which have received great bene­
fits from the protective tariff policy. The gentlemen who sup­
ported the Canadian reciprocity measure all did so, of course, 
with patriotic motives, following their best judgment. But I 
can not agree with them. 

If those who believe in protection and have within their con­
gressional districts large protected interests desire that this 
protection shall continue, it would seem to be the part of wis­
dom on their part not to vote for any law or measure that will 
place the farmers in competition with the farmers of other 
countries. The difference in the scale of wages paid in the 
United States and other countries is the main argument used 
to show the necessity of protection. But this difference in 
wages applies to agricultural labor as well as to labor in the 
shops and factories. Manufacturing interests in the great 
cities should not ask or expect the farmers of the country to 
support a policy of protection that does not extend to them 
not only the indirect benefits of protection which all others 
share with them, but also the direct benefits which can only 
come by a tariff that will preserve to them the home market 
against competition which they can not meet without lowering 
the standard of living on the American farm. 

The fact is, all our interests are mutual. Whatever benefits 
the 30,000,000 of people residing on our farms will benefit the 
60,000,000 of people residing in the towns and cities. The farm­
ers are likewise interested in the prosperity of the people in 
the cities. They are the farmers' customers. The farmers can 
not possibly prosper unless their customers are prosperous. 
Those who manufacture goods look to the farmers to buy them. 
The farr.uers can not buy liberally without they have the money. 
The farmers will not have the money if the people who are en­
gaged in manufacturing, commerce, and trade are sending their 
means abroad to the farmers of foreign countries. The people 
in the cities who are looking to Canada, Mexico, i;;outh America, 
and Australia for cheaper food products should hesitate long 
before they enter upon a policy that in the end must recoil 
upon themselves and work injury to all. 

As agriculture is the chief industry of Oklahoma, and as my 
constituents are largely farmers or those dependent upon the 
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success of tbe fanning Interests, I shall attempt to show that 
this bill should be amended, as I have al.Teady indicated, by 
sb·iking out the two paragraphs -which l'elate to farm pToducts. 
I am not discussing this bill from the viewpoint of the manu­
facturer or whether or not it -violates the principle of protec­
tion, but I nm considering it from the viewpoint of the farmers, 
because the authors of rt:he bill cull it the �~�'�f�a�r�m�e�r�s�'� free-list 
bill," nnd it should not go to the country -under a :fictitious 
name. ilt should not he paraded under false colors. 

BOTH GAIN AND LOSS. 

The bill lllilder �c�o�n�s�i�d�~�m�1�t�i�o�n� places two classes of articles on 
the free list. One class includes certain manufactured articles 
in common use among farmers. Prominent among these are 
farm im_plements, boots and shoes, leather, harness, lumber, 
lath, shingles, barbed wire, and 'Sewing maehines. The other 
class includes artic1es m::rnufa.ctured ,out of products of the 
farm ; among those may be mentioned beef, pork, mutton, veal, 
bacon, ham, flour, corn meal, bran, oatmea1, breud, cereal foods, 
and biscuits. 

If we are to legislate in the interests of the farmer, there is 
only one way that we can ao so,-and that is to pass laws that 
will tend to reduce the prices of the things he buys and main­
tain or increase the -prices of the things he sells. The farmer 
will receive no substantial benefit from any amendments to 
the tariff laws that will reduce the price of what the farmer 
buys and also reduce the price of what he sells. But tile 
farmer Will be benefited if · our legislation tffids to -cheapen 
�~�h�a�t� he buys and �i�n�c�~�a�s�e�s� the prices of what he sells. These 
propositions -are self-evident 

The farmer does not, as a rule, sell beef, pork, mutton, bacon, 
ham, lard, ;flour, meal, oatmeal, cereal ioods, and bread. .But 
these things a1·e made of cattle, hogs, �s�h�e�e�_�p�~� wheat, oats, and 
corn-things tbe farmer does produce and things he must sell. 
You can not reduce the price of a mn.nufactured article with­
out reducing the raw nmterial out of which the thing is manu­
factured. You can not .reduce the price of beef, pork, mutton, 
bacon, ham, flour, meal, bran, oatmeal, cereal foods, and bread 
without ,reducing the price of cattle, oogs, sheep, wheat oats, 
and corn. If the great meat-packing companies mu:tt sell their 
meats cheaper, they will _pay the farmer less for his .cattle, 
hog , and sheep. If the millers sell their flour and meal n.t 
low-er prices, they will pay the farmer less for his wbeat and 
corn. If foreign beef, pork, and mutton are imported into this 
country, there will be so much less demand for the beef and 
pork and mutton manufactured out of the eattle, hogs, and 
sheep of the American farmeT. If beef and pork and mutton 
and .fiour and meal and cereal foods can be p1·odnced cheaper 
in Canada, l\Iexico, South America, and Australia than in the 
United States, and these articles shall be imported in large 
qunntities into the United States, then the prices here must 
be brought down to .a level with the prices in these foreign 
countries. 

BENE.FITS trNCERTAIN. 

How much our farmers would gain by placing farm imple­
ments, cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and shoes_, 
fencing wire, lumber, sewing machines, and salt on the free 
list must, from the nature of things, be a matter of mere con­
jectuTe. It will all depend upon whether or not the removal 
of the ta-riff on these articles would materia1ly reduce the price 
of these articles to the farmers. -On the other hand, how much 
the farmer would lose by placing fl.our, meal, oatmeal, cereal 
foods, bread, and all kinds of meats on the free list is just as 
uncertain. This would, of course, depend upon the extent that 
these artic1es were imported from foreign countries, and what 
reduction this would make 1n the price of farm IJroduets 
which the farmers sell. 

In trying to determine what benents our farmers will get 
from this bill should it become a law, some things should be 
borne in mind.. The _placing of these manufactured p1·oducts 
which the fa.Tmers buy upon the free list may not reduce the 
prices of such articles. The bill places farm implements on 
the free list. But farm implements are already on the free 
list, exeept to those colllltries which do not admit our farm 
implements free. 'The United States last year exported 
$28,-000,000 worth ·of farm implements. Fa.rm implements are 
now sold ehea:per in the United States than in any country in 
the world. And it is wen h'"1lOWil that the present tariff does 
not and can not affect the priees of farm implements to any 
great extent. 

The bill places bagging for eotton, 'Saeks, burlaps, "and so 
forth, on the free list. The total v:ilue of such articles con­
sumed in the United States in 11)05 was '$26,031,644-$16,965,842 
of this amount was imported. When the tariff is so low now 

that two-thirds of the a.mount consumed is imported the tariff 
can ha-ve but little, if any, effect on the price at which the 
article is sold. 

'The bill :places boots mid shoes, leather, harness, :n.nd sad­
dlery. on �t�h�~� free list. It is doubtful if placing these articles 
on the free list would Tednce the 11rice of these articles to the 
farmers to .any ,grea:t extent. The Payne-Aldrich tariff bill, 
enacted nearly two -y-ears ago, made a reduction in the tariff 
on boots and shoes .from 25 :per cent to 10 per cent. But it is 
eertain that :so far there has been no real xed:uction in the 
prices at which -shcres -are sold to individuals. 

The bill places lumber on the free list The Payne-Aldrich 
tariff bill reduced the tariff on common lumber from $2 per 
tllousand to $1.25 :per thousand .fee:t But two years llave 
passed and we ·see no reduction in the retail ·price -of ]umber. 
Certainly no well-posted man believes free lumber will mate­
rially affect the prices which ·our farmers pay for lumber. 
Farmers must bear in mind that these manufactured articles 
inc1uded in this free list, such as are purcha ed by farmers, 
as a rule are manufactured by large corporations, well 
equipped in the business, and in a position ah·eady to compete 
with foreign competitors. Some -of rthem lla-v-e factories in 
fareign countries. 

There 1s also a question as to who pays the tariff upon a 
competing article, or an ·article the like of whieh is produced 
in the country levying the tariff. Free traders claim the con* 
sumer pays the tariff. This has been -proclaimed by ta.riff­
for-re-venue-only advocates from every stump in the �l�a�n�d�~� 
Many who believe in a protectlve tariff assume that the con­
sumer pays the tariff. But if this be true, why should the 
foreign manufacturer object to the tariff? The fact is the 
man who imports dutiable articles in this country pays the 
tariff at the custombouse, and that tariff is ne\er :returned 
to him:. In the great majority of cases he does not .add that 
to the price of his goods when sold in this co11Iltry. The 
nmount of the tlriff is simply Bo mnch deducted from his 
profits. And if every customhouse of the United States were 
destroyed and the tariff wall was completely obliterated, the 
American consumers would not Teap tM bulk of the benefit, 
but foreign manufacturer would add to their pro1its the 
greater part of the $350,000,000 which they now annually 
contribute toward the support of our National ·Government. 
[Applause on the .Republican side.] 

But it is absolutely certain that the importer would no.t 
sell bis product in this country at the price he sells it now, 
less the tariff he now pays. If this were true, the importer 
would ha're nothing to gain by this country· remoTing tlie 
tariff from the imported article. The importer may sell in 
this ma-rket now all his goods, if he pays the duty. He is nbso­
lutely unrestricted in the a.mount he may sell in this country. 
If the tariff Shall be remoTed, we mnst .nssume that the for­
eign manufacturer is something more than human if he does 
not appropriate to himself .a large pa.rt of the tariff which he 
has been paying our customs officers. [Applause on the Repub­
lican -side.] 

WARNING TO FARMERS. 

Fn:rmers of the United States should realize that there is 
danger to them in having their products placed UI>On the free 
list, and in opening their markets to �t�h�~� products of other 
countries wllere lands are new and fertile and productive, where 
labor is cheap, and the standard of living iis low. 

It IllllS.t also be remembered that the faTmers ar.e tlilorganized. 
From the nature of things the farmers can not organize, form 
trusts and combinations, and control their prices by arbitrary 
and artificial means. The 1umber interests, the boot and shoe 
manufactureTs, the corporations that manufacture bagging, 
sacks, burlaps, cotton ties, salt, and farming implements are all 
controlled by a few men. There are many ways by which they 
may modify their business, enter into new combinutions, and, 
as a last resort1 they mrry reduce the i>rices they pay for labor 
e.nd av-0id losses. But the farmer can not av.ail .himself of 
such expedients. He and his immediate fnmily perfol'ID most 
of rthe work of the farm, and in the final analysis it simply 
means that there will be a reduction in the daily ea.mings of 
the farmer n:nd his family. l devoutly pray this day may never 
eome. 

Then the ·great manufacturing -concerns of our country may, 
combine with the trusts m other countries or in some way 
reach an understanding that will av9id ruinous competition. 
But as the farmers at home ean not combine with each other, 
likewise it would be ·utterly impossible for the farmers of one 
country to -combine with those 'Of another country. Without 
the protective tariff there wou1d be free competition between 
our farmers and the farmers of the world. 
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IMPORTATION OF BROOM CORN. 

The importation of farm products, when prices here range 
higher than in other countries, is absolutefy certain. This is 
not a matter of conjecture . . I have recently investigated a mat­
ter in which many of the farmers of my district are interested. 
Oklahoma, according to the census of 1910, produced, in the 
year 1909, 42,900,623 pounds of broom corn, valued at $2,560,426. 
A large part of this is produced in my congressional district. 

In recent years it has been found that broom corn was being 
imported into this country. For the first time, I understand, 
in our history, the Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act placed a duty of 
$3 per ton on broom corn. It was thought this would be suffi­
cient 'to afford our farmers reasonable protection from foreign 
imports of broom corn. But such has not been the case. A 
short time ago the Department of Commerce and Labor fur­
nished me an official statement of the importations of broom 
corn for the ca1endar year of 1910. I was surprised to find 
that 15 foreign countries in 1910 had imported broom corn 
into the United States. The following countries are included 
in the list: Austria-Hungary, Belgium, France, Germany, Italy,­
Netherlands, Russia in Europe, Turkey in Europe, Eng1and, 
Canada, Argentina, Colombia, Japan, Turkey in Asia, Australia, 
and Tasmania. 

For the year 1910, 7,330 tons of broom corn were imported 
into the United States, and the value of the imports amounted 
to $908,794. This shows how the new policy of free farm 
products will affect the farmers. The farmers of · my district 
are compelled 'to compete with the cheap labor of Europe and 
Asia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. .MORGAN. .Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

proceed until I get through. 
l\fr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 10 

minutes additional time. 
J\Ir. MORGAN. They must compete with the cheap labor 

of Russia, Turkey, Italy, South America, Australia, and of 
Japan. I have seen it stated in western papers-and I have 
no doubt it is true-that the freight on a ton of broom corn 
from Constantinople to New York is only $15, while the freight 
on a ton of broom corn from northwestern Oklahoma or south­
western Kansas to New York is $24.80 per ton. So cheap 
water transportation will enab1e the farmers of every country 
in the world to flood the markets of our great cities with their 
products, which have been sowed, planted, cultivated, and 
garnered by the most ignorant and cheapest farm labor in ex­
istence. This is absolutely unfair 'to the farmers of the United 
States. For the protection of the farmers of the United States 
�w�h�~� raise broom corn, I have introduced a bill to place on 
broom corn a duty of $45 per ton. What fate this bill will have 
in the bands of a �D�e�m�o�c�r�~�t�i�c� Ways and Means Committee I 
am unable to predict. But, so far as I am concerned, I pro­
test against the proposed plan of placing our farmers in free 
competition with the cheapest and most ignorant labor of the 
world. 

ABSENCE OF COMPETITION. 

In the discussion of the tariff question the advocates of a 
protective tariff have always maintained that the price of the 
article upon which the tariff was levied would not be increased, 
because, with our home market secure, competition between 
home manufacturers would reduce the price; and especially 
wou1d this be true when our own manufacturing establishments 
had time to develop and attain a high degree of perfection. 
There is no question about the correctness of this principle, 
and, in the main, the history of our industrial development 
demonstrates that this has been done. It has been true, as a 
ru1e, that when sufficient protection has been placed upon an 
article which we were capable of producing successfully, our 
own home manufacturers were soon selling us the article 
cheaper than the foreign manufacturer prior thereto had been 
selling us the articles. There is one fact that we, as protec­
tionists, must now admit, and that is that in recent years there 
has been a comp1ete revolution in our industrial system. Com­
binations have been formed, centralization has been going on, 
until it is an undeniable fact that in many important lines 
competition has been destroyed. A single corporation is able 
to control the supply and dictate the prices at which articles of 
common use are 'sold to the masses of the people. This is the 
weak point to-day in the armor of protection. In articles of 
general use necessary for the enjoyment and comfort of the 
masses of our people no corporation, combination, or associa­
tion should have in its power to control the supply of the arti 
cle and the prices at which it is sold. The most effective charge 
that has been made against a protective tariff has been that it 
is a shield for monopoly. The succesri attained by our political 
opponents in the �c�a�m�p�a�i�~�n� of 1910, which resulted in electing 

a Democratic House of Representatives, was due to the fact that 
the people were made to believe that the tariff law of 1909 was, 
in a measure at least, dictated by the so-ca11ed "special inter­
ests "-which the people understand to be the great corpora­
tions which have a monopoly in many lines of manufactured 
goods. 

The people are willing to stand for protection to American 
industries when there is reasonable and fair competition at 
home. But the people will not favor protection to an industry 
that has become a monopoly, unless there is some method 
adopted that will place such regulations and control over the 
mouopoly or will prevent it from imposing upon the people 
by exacting too great profits. Competition is the only safe­
guard the people have under a protective-tariff system as 
against imposition by the protected interests. When competi­
tion is destroyed the friends of protection must substitute 
some other device or system that will afford the people protec­
tion against monopoly. 

Those who have stood for free trade and for a tariff for 
revenue only have maintained that the only remedy is to re­
move the tariff from all articles manufactured by a so-called 
trust or monopoly. 

There are three objections to this method: 
1. It will destroy the smaller, weaker, and independent con­

cern first, and the trust may be able to live without the tariff. 
2. This method would prevent new manufactories from going 

into business. 
3. This method at best would in most cases simply give com­

petition between a home trust and a foreign trust, because small 
and independent concerns abroad cou1d not compete success­
fully with a gigantic corporation at home. 

Some amicable arrangement would probably soon be made 
between the home and foreign trust and the people would soon 
be 1eft without competition, with the supply of the article and 
the prices at which it is sold subject to the command of the 
monopoly. 

The Republican Party does not stand as the defender of any 
corporation or combination that has been organized in viola­
tion of law. Under the administration of President Roosevelt 
unlawful corporations were prosecuted with great vigor and 
success. Under the direction of our present Chief Executive 
the Department of Justice has been exercising great diligence 
in initiating and prosecuting to trial suits against alleged un­
lawful corporations, combinations, and conspiracies. 

But whatever may be the result of these suits, whatever con­
struction the Supreme Court may give to the laws now in force, 
great corporations will continue to do a large part of the busi­
ness of this country. There will still be an absence of competi­
tion in a large part of our industrial world. 

The Republican Party believes in competition. It is opposed 
to monopoly. The Republican Party is the friend of the lawful 
business interests of this country, whether that business in­
volves millions or hundreds of dollars. We do not believe in 
destroying business. We do not belie\e in the closing of fac­
tories. The Republican Party does not stand for a policy that 
means less business, lower prices, and smaller wages. We have 
always stood for the expansion of business, for growth in our in­
dustries, for good prices, and higher wages. Our opponents stand 
to-day for a policy that means destruction of business. The 
Republican Party has taken a stand not for the destruction of 
but the control of all lawful corporations doing an honest and 
legitimate business. Our po1icy is regulation, supervision, con­
trol. On this platform the Republican Party will in the end 
win the country. 

But the time has come for the Republican Party to take a 
great step forward-not mere1y a platform declaration, but in 
the promulgation of some plan, some method, some practicable, 
tangible proposition that will take the place of competition in 
our great industrial system-presen·e our great industrial cor­
porations for the benefit and b1essing of our people, and still 
subject them to such control as will guarantee the peop1e 
against their unjust and unfair exactions. [Loud applam;;e.] 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentlemnn 
from Colorado �[�~�r�.� TAYLOR]. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, on the 18th of Feb­
ruary last there was printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the 
protest of the American National Live Stock Association against 
this pending bill, as well as the Canadian reciprocity bill. Inas­
much as that association is one of the largest and most im­
portant in the United States, very 1argely representing the live­
stock interests of this country, and inasmuch as its headquarters 
is in the State I have the honor in part to represent, and also 
for the reason that some farmers' organizations have protested 
against the passage of the Canadian reciprocity bill, I will take 
the liberty, under the privilege of individual leave to print 
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accorded me in connection with this measure, of inserting, in 
lieu of general remarks thereon to be delivered as of the above 
date, a letter which I have written to the secretary of the 
American National Live Stock .Association, under date of l\fay 
29, 1911, in reply to a personal communication from him re­
questing my views upon these subjects. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. 0., May 29, 1911. 

Hon. T. w. TOMLINSON, Secretary, 
The American National Live Stoclv Association, 

Denver, Oolo. 
l\fy DEAR Sm: Your letter in relation to the proposed Cana­

dian reciprocity agreement and the farmers' free-list bill, which 
passed the House some days ago and are now pending in the 
Senate, was duly received. 

You object to the passage of both of these bills and ask for 
my reasons for -voting for them and assure me that my answer 
will be published. I am pleased to a ·van myself of the oppor­
ttmity of writing to the stockmen and ranchmen of Colorado 
upon these subjects, and you are at liberty to publish this letter, 
and I trust yon will do so. 

At the outset I may say that the high ·protectionists now in 
control of the United States Senate will never let the free-list 
bill pass, at least in its present form, and will probably not 
e-ven consider it at fhis extra session of Congress. With the 
influence of President Taft, nearly all of the Democrats, and 
nearly one-half of the Republicans, the Senate may possibly suc­
ceed in passing the Canadian reciprocity agreement, in spite 
of the standpatters. 

But inasmuch as I, along with every other Democrat in the 
House, without a single dissenting voice, voted for the farmers' 
free-list bill, and every prominent Democrat in the United 
States, so far as I can learn, and practically all of the progres­
sive Republicans who desire tariff reform, are in favor of th1s 
bill; and inasmuch as I, along with all of the other 227 Demo­
crats, except 10, and nearly one-half of all the Republicans of 
the House, voted for the Canadian reciprocity bill, I will gladly 
giye you my views upon these measures, no matter whether either 
of them ev.er becomes a law or not. You of course understand 
that it is utterly out of the question to satisfactorily discu::s 
by correspondence two tariff bills cont.aining something like 
600 different items. It would take probably a hundred volumes 
to give all the statistics and data necessary to fully present 
these questions in all their phases. 

These measures are not local, but are international. There 
are, to my mind, many hundreds of beneficial features which 
would result from the passage of these bills. I will not, how­
ever, discuss those benefits, except possibly a few of them inci­
dentally, but will endeavor primarily to answer the objections 
to these measures. It seems to me that some people who are, 
consciously or unconsciously, upholding the stand-pat, high-pro­
tection doctrine are shutting their eyes to hundreds of benefits 
to the country and the public at large nnd are looking at some 
one fenture only, and seeing that wrongly. 

While there is a great deal of honest apprehension about these 
measures I surmise that there are some gentlemen over the 
country who may be trying to make some political capital out 
of them. I have no personal reference to you, but I wish every 
fair-minded man would himself read these two bills and con­
sider a few of the facts upon which they are �b�a�~�e�d� before he 
assumes to criticize them. These two bills are entirely separate 
and distinct and have nothing to do with each other. The 
Canadian reciprocity agreement, or treaty, is a Republican 
measure and the free-list bill is a Dem·ocratic measure. Roth 
bills are compromises, as nearly all matters of legislation are. 
Both expand our markets, reduce the tariff on the necessities­
of life, p1·omote trade, and are intended to reduce t.he high cost 
of living without injuring the farmer or stockman or anyone 
else. Both bHls are actuated by equal good faith and patriotic 
desire to benefit the entire country. The Republican reciprocity 
bill is local and applies only to Canada, while the Democratic 
free-list bill is general, and upon the specific articles that it 
covers it applies to the whole world. In the reciprocity agree­
ment the President has made the best bargain with Canada he 
could, and in the free-list bill the Democrats, representing all in­
terests and sections of the entire country, haye prepared, pre­
sented, and passad the best compromise bill they could. In 
order to hold �t�o�g�e�t�h�e�1�~�,� the Democrats, who are in control of the 
House, are compelled to make concessions to the various por­
tions of the United States. The big financial protected. interests 
of the country are now turning heaven and earth to create dis­
sension in our ranks, and if we are ever going to accomplish 
anything for the relief of the American people against the com­
bined, insidious, and constant assault of the trusts, monopolies, 

and combines of this country, we absolutely must stand solidly 
together. So that I have no apology to make for voting with 
the party that has twice honored me by a seat in Congress. If 
I have done wrong in voting for these two bills I ha-ve the con· 
solution of being in a most remarkable array of distinguished 
company. 

The farmers' free-list bill, in my judgment, reaches further 
toward. the general welfare of all the people of thiS country, 
than any piece of legislation that has passed Congress in the 
past 20 years, and if it is not enacted into law I want the 
public to place the responsibility where it belongs. It is only 
one step, but it is a Yery long step, in the direction of relieving 
the American �p�e�o�p�l�~�s�p�e�c�i�a�l�l�y� the farmers, but also all classes 
of people in every walk of life-from: the oppressive monopolies 
of this country. It removes the duty on every sort of an agri­
cultural implement that can be devised for working land or 
for carrying on the -various industries connected with crop 
raising, stock growing, fruit growing, and farming in general, 
from a thrashing machine to a hoe and ·from a farm wagon to 
a cotton gin. These implements are enumerated either spe­
cifically or are carried in a general clause which includes them 
all. The bill also removes the duty on salt, barb-wire fencing, 
boots, shoes, harness, saddles, and all kinds of leather and mate· 
rials made from leather ; baling wire, hoop and band iron, 
gunny cloth, and hundreds of other articles. Can anyone say 
these duty removals are not also beneficial to the stockmen? 

The farmers' free-list bill does not remove the duty on any, 
of the farmer's grain, stock, potatoes, or produce, but removes 
the duty on all those articles of daily use, including flour, meat, 
and nearly everything the farmer buys. In fact, it sets forth 
what the Democratic Party believes, viz, that the time has 
arrived for Congress to commence keeping faith with the Amer­
ican people in general and the farmer in particular in regard 
to reducing the tariff and putting their necessities and daily 
living on a more reasonable basis. 

These measures are not one-sided, but six-hundred-sided. 
There are, directly or indirectly, affected in the reciprocity 
bill about 500 commodities and in the free-list bill about 100 
commodities, all of which have to do with the daily life of the 
American citizen, be he farmer, merchant, stock.man, laborer, 
or professional man. 

According to �t�h�~� proposed agreement with Canada the tariff 
is to be either removed entirely or very greatly reduced on a 
range of commodities the extent of which can hardly be real­
ized by persons who have not read the bill. The list, which 
time and space make it unreasonable to mention here, runs the 
gamut of all the necessities of the people of this country, and 
includes all agricultural implements, lumber, small grains, cut­
lery, automobiles, meats, fish, live animals, salt, yegetubles, 
wood pulp, fruits of all kinds, laths, shingles, coal, wheat, poul­
try, buckwheat, telephone poles, wire, type-setting machines, 
barb-wire fencing, printing ink, plate glass, trees, peanuts, 
cement, confectionery, and so on, throughout the collection of 
commodities which the eA'"})erts of both Nations, who worked 
for months on this project, deemed advisable to insert in the 
reciprocal agreement I believe that if the stock growers and 
farmers, as well as those connected with every other industry 
represented in Colorado, will carefully consider the wide scope 
of the tariff revision now being undertaken by the Democratic 
Party, and will bear in mind the universal demand of not only 
the large majority of the people of Colorado but e-rery other 
State for an honest readjusbnent and reduction of the tariff, 
for the widening of our markets, and a curtailing of the exist­
ing monopolies and enormous profits of the trusts, they will 
be less apprehensi\e of any danger to the farm or stock busi­
ness, or any other great interest that affects the welfare of 
Colorado. Those interests are not being singled out, and we 
do 'not believe that they are at all endangered by the pending 
bills. 

In the first place, reciprocity has been advocated by the 
Democratic Party for over 50 years, and many leaders of the 
Republican Party have in recent years been advocating it. 
The Democratic Party has several times specifically, in its 
national platforms, urged reciprocity with Canada and recip­
rocal trade relations with other countries. In the last speech 
he made at Buffalo, just before he was assassinated, President 
McKinley earnestly urged reciprocal trade relations with Can­
ndu. He said: 

A system which provides a mutual exchange of commodities is mani­
festly essential to the continued and healthful growth of our export 
trade. We must not repose in fancied security that we can forever sell 
everything and buy little or nothing. If such ·a thing was possible, it 
would not be best for us or for those with whom we deal We should 
take from our customers such of their products as we can use without 
harm to our industries and labor. Reciprocity is the natural outgrowth 
of our wonderful industrial 'development. What we produce beyond our 
domestic consumption must have a vent abroad. The excess must be 

. 
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relieved thtough .a foreign outlet, and we should sell everywhere we can 
and buy wherever the buying will enlarge our sales and productions, 
and thereby make a greater demand for home labor. Commercial wars 
are unprofit able. A policy of good will and friendly trade relations will 
prevent reprisals. Reciprocity treaties are in harmony with the spirit 
of the times ; measru·es of retaliat ion are not. If perchance some .of 
our tariffs are no longer needed for revenue or to encourage and pro­
tect our industries at home, why should they not be employed to extend 
and promote our market abroad? 

In your printed circalar of February 13, to which you refer 
and which I noticed and carefully considered at the time it was 
introduced in the CoNGRESSION.AL RECORD by Senator W .ARREN, 
your association vigorou ly denounced the Payne-Ahl.rich tariff 
law and earnestly urged upon Congress and the President of 
the United States the pnssage of a Canadian reciprocity treaty. 
You say: 

This association has stood for many years for fair and equitable 
reciprocal trade agreements with other countries, whereby all the in­
terests of this Nation-the producer, consumer, the manufacturer, and 
the middleman-will surrender some favors or benefits of the tariff 
system in exchange tor mutual advantages to be secured from other 
nations. Thnt is our position to-day. 

Further on you eloquently say: 
Commercially, racially, and in the character of resources Canada 

and the United States are alike, and there should be no prohibitive 
tariff wall between them. This association heartily approves of a fair, 
equitable trade auangement with Canada, and the live-stock industry 
is willing to stand its share of any concessions toward that end. • • • 
We have waited long for a fair trade agreement with Canada, and we 
can well afford to wait a little longer until the question is settled 
right. 

But you protest against this agreement because it does not 
"include every commodity likely to be exchanged between these 
two nations, so closely related." In other words, you object be­
cause the agreement is not broad enough, and this officia1 pro­
test of your association closes by "vigorously " urging the Gov­
ernment, the Tariff Board, and Congress "to negotiate as 
speedily as possible a treaty with Canada," and so forth. The 
simple and. conclusive answer to your protest is that it takes 
two to make a bargain, and President Taft and the American 
commissioners have made that trade agreement just as broad as 
the negotiations with Canada would permit. 

President Taft tried very hard indeed to secure an absolutely 
free-trade agree11ient tvith Canada in everything; but Canada 
positively would not agree to it because she has a protective 
system of her own, and she was very naturally afraid of the 
competition of our much larger and better organized. industries. 
Besides Canada can not at this time enter into a free-trade 
arrangement with us because of her relations with England, her 
mother country. 

The President and all the public officials and broad-minded 
statesmen of this Nation fully realize that we must expand 
our trade relations. Everybody is in favor of reciprocal trade 
agreements excepting the unjustly protected monopolies. We 
can not live within ourselves alone and long continue to be the 
happy and prosperous people we should be. It is universally 
recognized that Canada is composed of the same kind of people 
as ourselves, with the same language, having the same high 
ideals of citizenship and civilization, with territory imme­
diately adjoining us for 3,000 miles on the north, and always 
has been a good neighbor to us. We should not therefore per­
mit u tariff wall between the two countries to longer put an 
unnecessary barrier and hindrance upon our trade relations 
with her. 

You will recall that a Democratic Congress enacted a reci­
procity agreement with Canada in 1854, and that said agree­
ment lasted until 1866, when it was repealed by a Republican 
Congress. The same interests that brought ab<>ut its repeal in 
an insidious way are now bitterly opposing this bill. During 
the 4 years immediately preceding the negotiation of that 
treaty our exports to Canada were a little over $43,000,000 · 
and for the 4 yea.rs immediately after the treaty they �w�e�r�~� 
$104,000,000. The total trade between Canada and the United 
States for the 4 years immediately before the treaty amounted 
to only $66,000,000, while for the 4 years immediately follow­
ing the treaty it amounted to $178,000,000; and our exports to 
Canada during the 12 years of that treaty were nearly three 
times as much as they were during the 12 years immediately 
before entering into it, notwithstanding the Civil War during 
that time largely paralyzed our export trade. 

President Taft took this matter up in a public-spirited and 
statesmanlike way, and I feel he is at lenst entitled to the re­
spectful consideration of the American people for doing the best 
.he could. There are several things in the treaty that I hoped 
would be different. But they are so far outweighed by the hun­
dreds of bf'..ne:ficial features that I run confident, on the whole 
it is an exceedingly good trade for us. A.t any rate it is �t�h�~� 
best we can get, therefore what is the use of some people de­
nouncing the President and Secretary of Agriculture and nearly 

all the Congressmen when they are doing the best they can? 
I think the only Pair und sensible course is to try it once. The 
people of Canada have not yet agreed to it. They hin·e been for 
three months vigorously denouncing it as a jug-handle deal 
against them. They insist that the American commissioners 
got the best of the bargain. The President has had the best 
experts there are in the world at his disposal. Our commis­
sioners have worked with the Canadian commissioners for 
months, and they have made the best agreement they possibly 
could. Any agreement is not a one-sided proposition; if it was 
it would not be an agreement but a surrender by one party to 
the other. No one can in this world expect to get everything 
and give up nothing. This reciprocity is a give-and-take propo­
sition, covering all those hundreds of different items, and no one 
under heaven can sµy positively whether it will work benefi­
cially or not until we try it. President Taft, with all ,his ex­
perts, and Secretary Wilson both emphatically insist-and no 
one can question their honesty in the matter-that neither the 
farmers nor stockmen of this country will be hurt a particle, 
but will be -vastly benefited by this agreement. They and their 
advisers are willing to stake their official reputations and the 
welfare of the Republican Party and the opinion of history upon 
the correctness of their judgment and good faith in this matter. 
A. Republican President, actuated by patriotic motives, nego­
tiated and presented to Congress this reciprocity agreement as 
a Republican administration measure for the welfare of the 
American people. Now, when practically everybody in the 
United States who is not engaged in holding up the public is 
in favor of a reciprocity agreement with Canada and in favor 
of the reduction of unnecessary high tariffs that hinder trade 
between the United States and our nearest and most friendly 
neighbor, and when this agreement insures a much more liberal 
commercial intercourse and freer trade relations with Canada, 
what kind of petty partisan politics would it have been if we 
Democrats as a party had refused to assist the President of the 
United States in the trial of this measure when it is along the 
very .lines we have long been advocating? 

It has been repeatedly pointed out to us that if this Canadian 
reciprocity proves a great success President Taft and the Re­
publican Party will promptly daim all the credit for it, and if 
it turns out a failure the Democratic Party will be as promptly 
blamed for the whole thing. Be tha.t as it may, it is an honest 
effort and the best we can get in the direction of what the peo­
ple want . .. I do not and you do not Jmow whether it is going 
to be satisfactory. The Republican President and Secretary of 
Agriculture have more knowledge upon this subject than any 
other two citizens of this country. They have put in months 
upon it, with all their expert assistants; they have sent agents 
to Canada and other countries, and we have their reports. The 
members of the Democratic Ways and .Means Committee of the 
House and many prominent and patriotic Republicans ha1e put 
in many months on these very tariff questions, and they are 
perfectly confident that this bill is going to be one of the most 
fa1·-reaching and beneficial measures that has ever been enacted 
by an American Congress. When it is directly in accordance 
with Democratic doctrine and along the line of what the public 
wants, why should we not take them at their word and give 
this measure a fair trial? Do you candidly think your lrnowl­
edge is superior to all of them and the majority of Congress? 
If the treaty is not a success, it can be repealed. We do not 
need to let it stand for 30 days or 30 minutes if it does not 
prove satisfactory. 

Both the opponents and those who favor the measure ha:rn 
produced volumes of figures. These do not prove anything 
definitely as to what will be the actual working result of this 
treaty, should it go into effect. But there are in this connec­
tion some important facts and some definite figures which seem 
to me ought to always be borne in mind. Canada's population 
is 7,500,000; ours is 92,000,000. Canada has always been a 
good customer of ours. She buys from us every year $30 per 
capita of her entire population, while we buy from her only $1 
per capita of our population. Canada has a ta.riff which oper­
ates very strongly against our products being sold in Canada. 
We have a tariff which operates against Canadian products be­
ing sold here. This reciprocity treaty is merely a trade �a�g�r�e�e�~� 
ment between the two countries to mutually wipe out some and 
reduce other tariffs, with a view to a more �~�'�f�t �e �n�d�e�d� and freer 
trade between us. I um not one of those who seem to believe 
that nations can not trade with each other without one or the 
other being cheated. I believe that both nations, cities, mer­
chants, and farmers can deal with each other and both be bene­
fited by it. Any colllltry which buys a great deal more from 
us than we buy from it is certainly a good country for us to 
trade with, and no retaliatory tariff wall should stand between 
us and such a country. A tariff wall between this country and 
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Canada looks to me just like a spite wall between two neigh­
bor , or like two farmers each keeping up a parallel-line fence 
with a "devil's lane" between. Parallel fences are a great 
waste of material and energy and a destroyer of business and 
good will. From a bu iness standpoint there is no more sense 
in maintaining a tariff wall between this country and Canada 
than there "Would be in creating one between the east and 
west banks of the Missis ippi River. Suppose we had a high­
tariff wall around Colorado. 'we would be practically put out 
of business in 30 days. The same rule largely applies to our 
country. 

During the fi"re years ending June 30 last, in spite of the 
double tariff walls between the two countries-
'W'e sold in Canada _________________________________ $886,417,376 
Canada sold to US---------------------------------- 393,913,673 

Di.Jl'erence in our favor------------------------ 492, 503, 703 
• Horses: 

We sold in Canada----------------------------- 14,172,075 Canada sold to us______________________________ 2,549,201 

Difference in our favor-----------'-------------- 11, 622, 847 
Cattle: 

\Ve sold in Canada_____________________________ 1,578,179 
Canada sold to us______________________________ 1, 193,796 

Difference in our favor________________________ 384, 383 

l\feat and dairy products: 
\Ve sold in Canada_____________________________ 17,011,017 
Canada sold to us------------------------------ 904,191 

Difference in our favor________________________ 16, 106, 826 

Ilreadstutl's: 
\Ve sold in Canada_____________________________ 31,596,556 
Canada sold to us------------------------------ 6,679,884 

Difference in our favor________________________ 24, 916, 672 

The aggregate imports into Canada from all countries dur­
ing the last fi cal year were, in round numbers, $376,000,000, 
of which there came from the United States, in round numbers, 
$223,000,000. Canada therefore bought of us, ernn under exist­
ing high-tariff conditions, nearly two-thirds of all her foreign 
purchases. 

The official statistics conclusively show that the average value 
of horses in the United States is $108.19; in Canada, $133. 
Dairy cows in United States, $35.79; in Canada, $43. Other 
cattle, without respect to age or grade, in the United States, 
$19.41.; in Canada, $31. Sheep �~� the United States, $4.08; in 
Canada, $6. Hogs in the United States, $9.14; in Canada, $11. 
Why would the Canadian farmer ship these animals to the 
United States and sell them for less than they are worth at 
home? 

I believe it is the consensus of opinion of practically all of 
those who have studied the matter in an impartial way that in 
nearly everything, with the possible exception of wheat and 
barley, our exports of agricultural products into Canada will 
grow much more rapidly than the imports into the United States 
from Canada if this treaty is enacted. 

There is, as everyone knows, a vast difference between the 
United States and Canada in climate. The growing season in 
that country is much shorter than ours. Their spring opens 
from one to three months later, and frost comes a month 
earlier in the fall. Our farmers and horticulturists grow 
hundreds of products in which Canada never can compete, and 
which we can sell them in large quantities, especially if we 
buy lumber, wood pulp, and other things from them in -return. 
For instance, the Canadian market will largely benefit the 
market for our cantaloupes, watermelons, and fruits of all 
kinds. The Canadians are great fruit eaters, and they buy 
immense quantities of those products from us, and want more. 
They would buy many times more than they do now if it were 
not for the tariff obstacles between the two countries. Let me 
remind my Rocky Ford and Grand Valley friends that the State 
of Georgia is expecting, under this agreement, to ship millions 
of dollar ' worth of watermelons to Canada. Colorado is closer 
to Canada than Georgia. The whole world is demanding·more 
fruit. The fruit business of this country has grown enormously. 
Ten years ago we exported only $8,000,000 worth of fruit. Last 
year we exported $23,000,000 worth. An increase of about 180 
per cent in 10 years. We must constantly enlarge our markets 
for fruit. 'fhe average western Canadian farmer is a " one­
crop" farmer. Diversified farming has not and will not make 
much progress in western Canada for a great many years to 
come. Horses, fruits, vegetables, hay, dairy, and poultry prod­
ucts will for many years to come be very largely exported from 
this country into Canada. The reciprocity agreement puts all 
of those articles on the free list. The effect of that will be to 

.. 

greatly increase the demand for them in this country, make 
the market more stable, and Colorado will be one of the States 
most benefited. 

CATTLE>. 

We ha·ve in this country 71,000,000 hend of cattle and 92,-
000,000 people, or seven cattle to every nine persons. Canada 
has 7,000,000 head of cattle to 7,500,000 people, or less than 
one head of cattle to each person. Mexico has 13,000,000 peo­
ple and only 5,000,000 cattle, or 7 to every 17 persons. We 
have 10 times as many cattle as Canada has and 14 times 
as many as Mexico. The Canadian cattle are as good a grade as 
ours and are higher in price; they have to feed longer and more 
than we do; but the Mexican cattle are far inferior to ours. 
Our imports of cattle from Mexico have been increasing very 
rapidly during recent years. In fact, l\Iexico is a very �n�~�·�-�:�e�s�·� 
sary and important source of supply for us. Five years ag9 
we only imported about 23,000 . head, while last year we im­
ported 188,000 head. In fact, we buy practically all the cattle 
from Mexico that they can spare, and our cattle growers are 
very glad to get them. But the cattle that we purchase from 
Mexico are mostly young or range or feeders, and the average 
price we pay for them is 13.90 ; while, on the other hand, we 
export to Mexico, for breeding and stocking purpose, from 5,000 
to 30,000 head of cattle a year, and we get an average of $30.70 
a head for them. In other words, we get more than twice as 
much for the cattle we sell .Mexico as we pay Mexico for her 
cattle. In fact, it is of the utmost importance for us to culti­
vate. friendly relLtions with Mexico and encourage our dealing 
with her in the cattle business. Especially is thi true wheu 
our cattlemen are now scouring the whole country for places 
to buy cattle and are paying as high as $20 and 25 a head 
for yearlings. Mexico can not compete with us in beef cattle 
at all, and they have no packing establishments that can com­
pete with ours. �~�u�r� packers could can nearly every hoof in 
Mexico in 48 hours. So I see nothing to fear from. competition 
with Mexico, and I feel that we have el'erything to gain by 
cultivating friendly relations with our sister Republic on the 
south, not only in the cattle business, but in every other busi­
ness that does not bring American labor in competition with the 
cheaper labor of that country. It will be readily seen that 
there is no possibility of any flood of cattle or beef from either 
Canada or :Mexico that will interfere with o-ur markets at all, 
because neither country has any more than it needs, and Canada 
buys more from us than they sell us. Both countries are very 
valuable neighbors to us in the cattle business; and I am con-

. fl.dent that if the tariff were entirely remo·red from cuttle and 
beef products �b�e�t�w�e�~�n� this country and both Canada and 
Mexico that the balance of trade would be very much larger 
in our favor. · 

Concerning Argentina, Australia, and the re t of the world, I 
think the fears as to the future are not well founded. If they 
are, we can readily regulate any adverse trade relations when 
that time comes. During the past four years we exported 
$124,000,000 worth of cattle and imported only $4,000,000 worth 
of cattle, and most of those came from Mexico, as above stated. 
That is, we exported more than 30 times as much in value as 
we imported, and we sold them at a good price in competition 
with all the world, including Australia and Argentina, which 
seems to be such a bugagoo to some people. Besides the ex­
portations of cattle during that period, we also exported 
$125,000,000 worth of beef products, and sold that in com:veti­
tion with Argentina and all the rest of the world. So that I 
can not see where our cattlemen and meat producers can be 
hurt by putting both of those articles on the free list. During 
the one year 1909, for which statistical figures are complete, 
we exported about $156,000,000 worth of meat products of all 
kinds in competition with the world and we imported less than 
$1,000,000. When we export 160 times more than we import, I 
can not understand how Congress or our high-protection Repub­
lican friends can make the American people believe that the 
Beef Trusts need a 22 per cen,t protection any longer. :Moreover, 
the statement is made without contradiction, and there is ap­
parently no question about the truth of it, that the big packing 
houses of this country either own or control all of the packing 
concerns of Argentina, and they ship the beef products from 
that country to Europe, where they are sold in the same markets 
in which they sell their products from this country. It does 
not look reasonable to me that the packers would shi.p their 
products from Argentina to the United States, 10,000 miles, 
when they already have an annual surplus here of about 
$156,000,000, which they ship all over the world. It would be 
no more unreasonable to suppose that these packers, when meat 
is put on the free list, will shlp the products of United States 
to Argentina. That would be like carrying coals to Newcastle. 
In other words, if the tariff does not affect the price, I can see 
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no lllJUl'Y thnt would happen to either the cuttle growers or 
meat packers. The only effect of reducing the ta.riff would be 
in times of scarcity in this country the consumer would not be 
held up by t he middle men and charged exorbitant prices. The 
big packing houses of this country that are now being prose­
cuted by the Go-vcrnment as crimin:ll conspirators are not going 
to quit �b�u�s�i�n�e �~ �s� even if they should be compelled to obey the 
law. They are going right ahead packing and handling Ameri­
can cattle, nnd they will not pay the stockmen any more than 
they are eompelled to to keep them raising cattle. Considering 
the sources of cattle supply and feed for them and the cattle 
business genei·ally and the rate the population of this country 
:ind the world is increasing, there is no question in my mind 
but what prices of cattle, sheep, and hogs are going to increase 
and continue to increase. 

HORSES. 

During the past four years we exported $14,000,000 worth of 
horses mostly to Canada and imported from the whole world 
only $7,000,000 worth, mostly for breeding. Canada is a splen­
did market for our horse growers, and that market will be very 
much stimulated by the passage of the reciprocity agreeiµent. 

HOGS. 

During the four years mentioned we exported of hogs and 
hog products the -enormous sum of $450,000,000, and imported 
practically none. I give the figures in round numbers, but 
they are all taken from the 1910 Yearbook of the Agricultural 
Department and other official reports and are correct unless in 
my rather hasty computation I have made some slight clerical 
errors. Anyone can easily check them up. 

CORN. 

The present duty on corn is 15 cents a bushel. This agree­
ment puts it on the free list. There is no more sense of having 
a duty on corn coming into the United States from Canada 
than from Greenland. The farmers an4 stocknien of this cou11r 
try get no benefit fron'i, the tariff on any prodttce whe11, our 
exports 'liastly exceed the imports of the article. We grow 80 
per cent of all the corn of the world. During the last four 
years for which statistics are available, we exported over 
$165,000,000 worth of corn, while we imported of all kinds­
mostly for seed purpose-only $216,000 worth. In other words, 
we exported 700 times as much as we imported. During that 
ti.me we exported to Canada $20,000,000 worth of corn .and im­
ported practically none. Canada can not grow Corn to any suc­
cessful degree. And yet some politicians and tariff fakers are 
trying to make the farmers .believe that President Taft and 
the Democratic Party are " in cahoots " to destroy the corn 
industry of this country by removing the tariff and allowing 
Canadian corn to flood and swamp our markets and reduce the 
price. There is nearly as much corn raised every year on the 
farm in Illinois on which I was born as is produced by the 
entire Dominion of Canada, with all her Provinc€s. But that 
bugaboo is no more of a farce and swindle upon the American 
farmer than a great many other tariff claims that are indus­
triously ma.de by the high protectionists. 

WHEAT. 

During the past four years for which statistics are available 
we imported from all the world only $656,000 worth of wheat, 
while during that time we exported $256,()()(),000 worth of 
wheat and. over $236,000,000 worth of flour made of American 
wheat. In other words, we exported and sold in competition 
with Canada, South .America, India', Russia, Argentina, and 
all the balance of the world 400 times as much wheat and over 
225 times as much flour as we imported from all the world. 
And most of those importations were merely for seed purposes. 
A great hue and cry is made about wheat, whereas everyone 
knows, or ought to know, that the value of wheat is regulated 
by the world supply and demand, and the price is ·always and 
ernry place on earth determined by the price on the London and 
Lilerpool markets. Therefore it makes no difference whether 
we haxe free trade or protection between Canada and the 
United States. Both countries ha·re to sell at the London and 
Li \erpool prices, tariff w:lll or no tariff wall. All of the op­
ponents of this Canadian agreement center their fire upon the 
one subject of wheat and insist that our wheat growers will 
be ruined by competition with Canada. What the future may 
bring forth no one ean tell I have confidence in the wisdom 
of the American people and future Congresses to take care of 
onr interests in the futm·e as they may be affected from time 
to time, and the same may be said in our relations with all of 
the other countries. But for the present I can see nothing that the 
Americrul farmer needs to fear from Crut.adian wheat. The 
present duty on wheat is 25 cents a bushel. Anyone can see 
by looking at almost any daily paper in the United States that 
the price of wheat is now and has practically been for years 

the same in Chicago that it is in Winnipeg, the great wheat 
market of Canada. When there is any difference Winnipeg 
is from a half cent to 2 cents higher than Chicago. On the 
other hand, wheat in Minneapolis averages from 4 to 5 C€nts a 
bushel higher all the time than it is in Chicago or Winnipeg, 
and whenever the market changes in Liverpool a fraction of 
a. cent the Sllllie corresponding change is reflected in Minneapolis 
and Winnipeg. If this Canadian tariff is remo1ed, the .Ameri­
can people will not be injured, but will be benefited by the 
removal of that duty, because it will prevent Li'rerpool from 
being able, as it now does, to play Canada against the United 
States, and vice versa, and it will tend to prevent the fluctuation 
of prices. 

BARLEY. 

In the last four years referred to we exported over $21,-000,-
000 worth of barley, and imported, in round numb€rs, only 
$250,000 worth. In other words, we exported nearly 100 times 
as much as we imported, and we sold it at a good price in 
competition with all the world. During the last year we im­
ported less than $1,500 worth of barley and e:Arported more than 
$4,500,000 worth of that product. 

RYTI. 

Of rye we exported $4,700,781 worth and imported only $1V7. 
In other words, we exported more than 20,000 times as much a.s 
we imported. In the name of common sense, what good can the 
farmer get by a duty on rye? 

OATS. 

We exported oats to the value of nearly $20,000,000 and im­
ported only a little over $2,000,000 worth. In other words, our 
exports were nearly eight times as much as our imports. 

P01'ATOES. 

Some individuals seem to be industriously giving out misin­
formation upon this subject, and trying to make political capi­
tal out of pure buncombe by frightening the potato growers 
about a :flood of cheap potatoes. ·I notice a lengthy statement 
going the rounds of the press in which it was said: 

If the free-list bill passes, it would mean the opening of <Jur mar­
kets to Argentina, Australia, Belgium, France, Ireland, Scotland, and 
the whole world, and the western potato grower would never again be 
able to ship his potatoes east of the Mississippi River. 

Such statements seem almost incr€dible, especially when they 
are made by men who know better. In the whole article I 
noticed there is not one whole truth. Even the present duty 
on potatoes is given as 40 cents a bushel, when it is only 25. 
The simple answer to all that effort at public d-eception is that 
votatoes are not mentioned or included in the free-list bill in 
any way whatever. There are no vegetables or grains in that 
bill . It puts meats and flour on the free list, but no direct 
farm produce. It is merely one of the many bold efforts to 
try to prejudice the farmers of the West by telling them that 
our markets are going to be opened to those foreign countries 
mentioned above. When you scratch under the surface on 
those fellows, nine times out of ten you will find either some 
one who has not studied the subject or even read the bills, and 
is misinformed, or he is some designing politidan or a high 
protectionist, who would object to free trade between this 
country and Iceland or a representative of some of the big pro­
tected interests that are opposed to any tariff revision. The 
animus of that article is plainly shown when it is "confidently 
predicted" that the Democratic Party will be ignominously de­
feated at the next election by reason of the free-list bill. If 
the potato growers of the United States are in any way injured 
by either of these bills, it will be by the Republican reciprocity 
bill and not by the Democratic free-list bill. The Canadian 
reciprocity bill puts potatoes on the free list, and that will open 
the markets of the United States to Canadian po.tatoes, as well 
as open the Canadian markets to our potatoes. But anyone 
who candidly studies the potato situation and trade relations 
between the United States and Canada can not, it seems to me, 
justly have any fear of a flood of potatoes coming from Canada. 
The present import duty into the United States is 25 cents a 
bushel and the present import duty into Canada is 20 cents a 
bushel. During the last year the United Stutes exported into 
Canada and paid the 20 cents a bushel duty on 200,000 bushels 
of potatoes, tha.t being the largest export that this country has 
ever made to Canada in any one year. Farm labor is just as 
high is Canada as it is !here, and we have a much better potato 
country than Canada. We grow better potatoes and nearly 
four times a.s many as Canada. During the past five years we 
imported more from Canada th.an we exported, we importing 
1,.880,000 bushels ::md exporting onJy 800,000 bushels; but m·er 
one-half of :ill that importation came in during one year, owing 
to a shortage of crop in some portions of this country and other 
temporary conditions. Our production of potatoes is increasing 
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at the rate of about 8 per cent a year, and there is no prospect The national campaign textbook of the Republican Party of 
of .Amerj.ca being able to get potatoes any cheaper from Canada last year at page 144 says: 
than our farmers can raise them at a profit here. In fact, the The �p�~�e�s�e�n�t� advance in prices is, as has been stated, primarily an 

· entire surplus of potatoes in the Dominion of Canada would not advance. m farm products and food and domestic production. * * * 
feed one city in this country. So that political bugaboo is �~�h�e� t!lnff see!Ds to have been no material factor in causing advance 

·d· 
1 

m p1·1ces durmg the past decade. * • * The advance in prices 
ri ICU ous. �d�u�~�m�g� the last 10 years appears to have no relation with tariff legis· 

The situation of the farmers and stockmen of the United lation. 
States is this: If they could lawfully ·combine and organize a At pages 146 and 147 of the book it is stated: 
tru t, the same as the Meat Trust, Steel Trust, Lumber Trust, . That the tariff is not the cause of the present advance is conclu­
Paper Trust, and other trusts, and thereby nave the power to con- sively �s�~�~�w�n� b:y: the fact that the greatest advance has been made on 
trol the output and to say when, where, and how rnuch should be �i�o�~�g�°�e�d�i�i�~�~�~�1�~�~�1�f�~� �~�t�h�e�~�~�g�~�1�J�'�t�i�i�~�~�~�u�c�e�d� in such quantities as to furnish 
put on the market, and fi:c the pr.foe, they could take advantage Of h 
of the tariff and charge for their products in the home market sue products it mentions specifically "barley, corn, oats, 
the world-market price, plils the tariff. But being so many in rye, wheat, and lire stock, consisting of cattle, hogs, sheep," 

and so forth. It further says : 
number, and so diffused and scattered throughout the country, But the fact that exports of products of the farm continue in s\1ch 
it is utterly impossible for them to so combine or organize. So larl?e quantities indicates that the price movement is due not to the 
that, generally speaking, their products dertve no benefit what- tariff, b.nt to a world-wide movement upward in the price of those 
ever from the tariff. Their prices are controlled by the open commod.ities. The cour e ?f price3 indicates plainly that the world is 
markets of the world, wh1·1e, on the other hand, the meat dernandmg our food supplies, and that the prices have advanced here not by reason of the tariff, but with the general upward movement. 
packers, the steel, lumber, paper, and many other manufactur- That is exactly what the Democrats have been claiming an-
ing plants are so few in number comparatively and are so yast these .rears, that the o-called farmer's product tariff was a 
in influence, that they can and do organize into trusts and fraud and a sham put 011 to fool the farmers into voting the 
unlawful combines and monopolies, and control the output and Republican ticket. And now the high-protection stand-pat Re· 
fix the prices and hold up the American consumer to the world publican leaders, in order to defend the Payne-Aldrich high­
prices, plus our own tariff, no matter whether it is high or low; tariff bill before the consumers of the country, come up and 
and then sell their surplus products to the foreigner at the plead guilty and confess before the American people that they 
cheaper world-m!lrket prices. With a very few possible excep- have been humbugging the farmers and stockmen for 40 year . 
tion , the tariff as it affects the farm produce, especially the Has an intelligent country e\er witnessed an exhibition of 
farmers and stockmen of the West, is a delusion anu a decep- more supreme nene? 
tion, and this brazen fraud has been practiced upon them by In other words, the American farmer sells his products here 
the high protectionists for more than a third of a century. in our home market, which is lower ,than practically all the 

Sugar and wool are not involved in the pending bills. There- other markets of the civilized world, and he pays 11wre here 
fore, I shall not go into those matters now except to say that at home for all his farm implements and most other things 
I think the sugar-beet and wool growers of Colorado should, that he buys than are charged for the same articles by the 
and probably do, receive some little benefit from the tariff on .American trusts when they sell to the farmers in all the other 
their products. But, whether they do or not, the necessity of countries of the world. This benevolent Payne-Aldrich high­
providing revenue for the running of the Government requires protection tariff is certainly a great scheme. The farmer gets 
that Uncle Sam shall not for the· present, or until our tariff buncoed going and coming, and the consumer gets held up all 
rates are readjusted considerably and so:i:ne other source of -around. -
revenue derived, relinquish yery much of the $80,000,000 in As an illustration of the difference between what the farmer 
duties which sugar and wool annually produce. I am now doing gets for his produce and what the consumer has to pay New 
my utmost to preT"ent the Democrats and Republicans together York City furnishes ::t good ex.ample. The inhabitants of that 
from treating the sheepmen in the same manner the Republi- city last year paid $60,000,000 for potatoes. The farmers who 
cans treated the cattle growers two years ago when they passed produced tho e potatoes had to sell them for $ 000,000. Dur­
tbe Payne-AJdricb bill and put hides on the free list. I -voted ing the same time the inhabitants purchased $9,000,000 worth 
against placing hides on the free list. I thought then, and I of cabbages, and the farmers who raised them got 2,000,000 
think now, that the Republicans did. a wrong to the stockmen for them. The city paid $8,000,000 for onions, for which tho 
and to the people in remo\ing the duty on hides and refusing farmers who produced them realized less than $1,000,000. 
to take it off of boots, shoes, harne s, saddles, and other classes Will anybody �~�a�y� that there is any sense or justice in the enor­
of leather goods. And, notwithstanding that Presidenf Taft mous difference in the prices recei\ed by the producer and tho 
says publicly that the present duty on wool in the Payne- cost to the consumer? The same thing applies all along the 
Aldrich bill is so high as to be utterly indefensible, I want, if line, not only to the farmer but to the stockman. But the 
possible, to see the duties on the manufactured products of Democratic Party is earnestly attacking this stupendous condi­
" ·ool lowered to a necessary revenue basis before we take much tion. We may make some mistakes, but we will have to make 
duty off of raw wool. I want the Government to raise the almost incredible blunders to make conditions worse than 
$20,000,000. a year revenue that we now get from the woolen they are now under the present Payne-Aldrich tariff Jaw.· 
manufactured goods in some other way than by taxation upon E\ery Congressman is elected from some particular State 
the clothes of the people. I will cross that bridge, however, and district, and his thoughts are primarily and Yery naturally 
when I get to it. I am confident that those of us who desire and justly for the welfare of the constituents who elected him. 
to gi-ve the sbeepmen a square deal with the woolen manufac- At the same time these tariff matter are national issues, and 
tures are going to be at least partially successful. I am no one who has had no actual experience realizes the thousands 
confident that the Democratic majority of the House will make of widely _different and largely conflicting interests of this coun­
a conservative reduction in the duty on wool, and a larger reduc- try. We can only legislate for the general welfare by trying to 
tion · on woolen goods. In my judgment wool will not be put compromise and harmonize these various and nation-wide di­
on the free list by this Congress. I hope to be able in this, the versified interests among 92,000,000 people, whose sentiments 
same as in both the Canadian., reciprocity and free-list bills, to are as divergent as their interests and almost as far apart as 
support the concerted judgment of the Democratic Party. the North and South Poles. So that a Congressman is con-

On February 9, 1910, the Senate appointed a select committee stantly compelled to yield something to the other 390 l\fembers 
to in\estigate the prices of commodities, and the cause of any of the House, and if his constituents will not be reasonable 
increase in the same. That committee was composed of five enough and broad enough to permit him, after he bas done the 
Republicans and three Democrats, they being among the most best he can for bis constituents, to yield something to the gen­
distinguished men of that body. After months of bard work eral welfare of the whole country, we never can have any na­
and diligent imestigation they reported. And while there was tional or statesmanlike legislation. In other words, unless 
a majority and a minority report that widely differed on some every State, every locality, and e\ery interest is willing or 
things, they absolutely agreed, and so reported to the Senate- can be compelled to concede something to the general welfare 
and I wish every farmer in the United States could read that of this country, there is no more possibility of revising the 
document-that the tariff on wheat, com, 1rye, barley, oats, tariff downward than there is of repealing the law of gravita­
cattle and live stock, and all agricultural products has noth- tion . . If a Congressman can not be permitted by his constitu­
ing to do with the prices of these commodities. It further de- en ts to legisl:'lte,. at �l�e�a�s�~� partially, in �t�h�~� �~�n�t�e�r�e�s�t� ?f this �N�a�~�i�o�n� 
clared that the prices of those products of the farmer were as a whole, if his constituents are unwillrng to yield anytlung, 
fixed in the markets of the world, and produced elaborate :figures �i�~� he must be tru:eatened with political extermination. every 
to substantiate the fact tha_t those products are ordinarily tt:ne _he has a patrto0tic thought beyond the �c�o�~�n�e�s� of .his o:vn 
higher in London, Liverpool, and the world's markets generally I d1str1ct, or casts a vote for the general welfare of this entire 
than they are here in our own high-protection United States. country that he has sworn to represent, we never can have any 
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just tariff legislation, and the trusts and monopolies will con- I do not mean to insinuate that the large cattlemen are in 
tinue to raise the price of everything we buy and pay us what any way connected with the Beef Trust or are knowingly work­
they please for what we have to sell. ing in harmony with them. I do mean to say, however, that 

Canada does not favor this reciprocity with us for the pur- when we passed the Canadian reciprocity bill, putting all lirn 
pose of opening our markets to her wheat or her live stock, animals on the free list, a lot of self-appointed farmers' friends 
because she already has the same markets of the world that let out a concerted and loud roar against us Democrats. They 
we have in which to sell her surplus and the same means that asserted that t_he American farmers do not eat cattle or sheep 
we have to get her products to the markets of the world. She or hogs, but that they eat beef, pork, and mutton, and we were 
ships her surplus to Liverpool and London the same as we do, taunted with and accused of standing in with the Beef Trust 
and Canada and the United States and every other nation get by not also putting beef, pork, and mutton on the free list. 
the same prices in the same markets for the same products, 'rhen, when we promptly called their bluff and passed the 
regardless of where they come froII.1. But Canada wants our farmers' free-list bill, which includes meats among a hundred 
market for her lumber, shingles, laths, wood pulp and paper, other articles, there was at once a terriiic howl from the Beef 
and other timber products, and for her fish and chemicals and Trust and all other trusts and all their satellites, including all 
other articles of like nature. None of those articles are pro- the high protectionists in the country. The Beef Trust and the 
duced by the American farmer, and all of them are needed by Lumber and Paper Trusts, some of the very people who ought 
every farmer .. Canada wants the tariff wall lowered against to be in jail, are the ones that are now turning heaven and 
these products which her· people wish to sell us and she also earth to prernnt the passage o.f these bills-the very trusts 
wishes our tariff wall lowered against the products her people which the United_States Attorney General is now prosecuting 
wi h to buy from us. . and proving to be fraudulent monopolies and unlawful con-

Colorado is becoming a great fruit-producing State. Canada spiracies against our Government and the American people. To 
is not and never will become a competitive fruit-producing coun- me the bitter opposition of those monopolies is one of the most 
try. During the last year we sold Canada 59,000 barrels of conclusive arguments in favor of these two measures. 
apples, in spite of a tariff of 40 cents a barrel. We sold her This Canadian ·reciprocity agreement is not what the Demo­
nearly 5,000,000 pounds of peaches, against a tariff of $1 a crats desire, and it is not an answer to the popular demand for 
hundred pounds. We old her nearly $5,000,000 worth of pears, tariff reduction. But it is a step in the right direction. And 
apricots, quinces, and so forth, against a tariff of 50 cents a the best part of it is, it is an opening of the tariff wall that 
hundred pounds. We sold her timothy and clover seeds to the has for years surrounded our country. It is a break in the 
amount of $750,000, against a tariff of 50 per cent ad valorem. high-protection policy that will ultimately lead to its o-rer­
Is there any sane person who believes that we would not have throw, and that is just what these monopolistic conspiracies 
sold her a great many times that amount if that tariff had fear. These bills are opposed by eY-ery trust in the country and 
been taken off? by every special interest that has grown enormously rich by 

Some one the other day Qbjected to removing the tariff on I robbing the people. With brazen effrontery these trusts are 
�b�e�a�n�~�.� As a matter of fact, the State of Michigan alone pro- now fighting the Canadian reciprocity and the free-list bill in 
duces five times as many beans as the entire Dominion of the name of the American farmer and stockman, and at the 
Canada. same time the Steel Trust is compelling the American farmer 

Our hay growers can not be hurt, because hay is on an av- and �s�t�o�c�k�m�~�n� to pay for his �b�~�r�b�e�d�-�w�i�r�e� fences 50 per cent 
erage about a dollar a ton higher in Canada all the time than more than it charges the Canadian farmer for the same ma­
it is in the United States, and we produce seven times as much terial. 
as Canada does. I notice by the newspapers that the Steel Trust has just de-

Some poultry raisers object to a reduction of the tariff on clared a dividend of $20,000,000 net profits during the first 
eggs and predict that this country will be deluged with a shower three months of this year. I suppose some of the critics of this 
of eggs from Canada. As a matter of fact, if the entire export bill would like to keep up �t�h�~� �p�r�e�~�e�n�t� subsidy and give that 
of eggs from Canada to the world was sent to New York City trust all the rest of the money m this country. 
alone, it would take two years to furnish the inhabitants of 'Ye sell to. the world more than a thousand times as many 
that city one egg apiece. ngr1cultural implements as we buy from the world, and the 

The recent Eighteenth General Assembly of the State of Colo- Implement �~�r�u�s�t� �s�e�l�l�~� its products lower alm?st everywhere on 
rado passed a vigorous joint memorial to Congress and to the earth than m the Umted States to the Amencan farmer. The 

· Colorado Representatives demanding an immediate revision oi Democrats are putting all of those implements on the free list. 
tariffs by the reduction of import duties, and demanding that The I_>ayne-.Aldrich bill �i�m�p�o�s�e�~� a duty of 30 per cent on sewing 
articles in competition with trust-controlled products be placed �m�~�c�h�m�e�s�,� and yet �t�h�~�s�e� machmes are sold. by the Sewing 1\Ia­
upon the free Jist, and that material reductions be made in the chine Trust at from six to seven dollars apiece less all o-rer the 
tariff upon the nece sities of life, especially upon articles which world than �t�~�e� American �h�o�u�s�e�w�i�f�~� has to pay for them. We 
the American manufacturers sell abroad more cheaply than they are also puttmg them on the free list. A few people are very 
sell at home. It was generally demanded in fact, that the much interested in having and trying to hold on to a monopoly 
tariff' be reduced to a revenue basis and in' such manner as to of the salt business; we are wiping out that infamy by put­
prevent, as far as possible, combinations in restraint of our ting salt, an article that is absolutely necessary for human ex­
trade. I am -very diligently doing the best I possibly can toward istence, on the free list. 
carrying out those instructions, which I deem eminently wise The Payne-Aldrich bill put hides on the free list, and yet out­
and patriotic. I always earnestly try to learn the wishes and, rageously imposed a duty of from 5 to 45 per cent on boots and 
in every vote I cast, endeavor to reflect the welfare of the shoes, harness, leather, and manufactured products, which we 
800,000 Coloradans whom I have the honor to represent. I be- export and sell in competition with the world to the enormous 
lieve these excessively high tariffs beyond the amount of reve- amount of $50,000,000 worth a year. We export 60 times as 
nue necessary to run the Government have become an out- much as we import. No greater swindle has ey-er �b�~�e�n� perpe­
rageous swindle upon the American people But, at the same trated ·on the American people than that which has resulted in 
time, when we come to revise the tariff downward or make any putting hides on the free list and leaving all that duty on those 
changes, Congress is besieged by every industry in the United articles which enables the Leather Trust to continue to rob the 
States. Everyone wants to revise the other fellow. No one is American people and increase the prices. In the free-list bill we 
willing to give up anything or experiment in any way in a re- are putting all of the leather articles on the free list. 
duction upon his own products, and for that reason, if we are I haye been studying these tariff questions almost constantly 
ever to accomplish anything, we are going to be compelled to eter since I was first nominated to Congresi:r nearly three years 
OYerlook some fears, especially where we do not think they are ago, and I have come to the conclusion that with all our mar­
well founded. velous modern developments, superior intelligence, wealth, and 

Your association very �~�m�p�h�a�t�i�c�a�l�l�y� denounces the present boundless resources our country has nothing to fear in the way 
Payne-Aldrich tariff law and I think eY-ery disinterested, fair- of competition from any other nation, or all the_ nations, of the 
mi_nded person i:ecognizes that it fetters legitimate business, cur- world. I am not a free trader. In fact, to a very limited exte;nt, 
tails the worlds markets for our products, burdens the con- I am a protectionist. A reasonable amount of protection where 
sumer, and robs labor of its honest reward. It gives the Ameri- it is actually necessary, at least temporarily, to build up a home 
can manufacturers and the trusts an enormous advantage, to industry or to protect American labor is undoubtedly wise and 
which they are not entitled and by which they are to-day plun- just. The trouble is that it seems to be an almost utter impossi­
�d�e�~�·�i�n�g� the �A�m�~�r�i�c�a�n� people. The reason President Taft called bility to tell where honest, deserving protection leaves off and 
this extra session of Congress was to pass this Canadian reci- robbery of the public begins. I am in favor of giving the people 
procity and thereby partially relieve the American people from the benefit of the doubt. Our infant industries have been pro­
the unjust burdens of the Payne-Aldrich tariff law. tected and practically subsidized until most of them have be-
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come giant monopolies. They need restraint instead of further The very first bill the Democratic House introduced and 
subsidy. When we are compelled to raise very largely from passed as a Democratic measure is this farmers' free-list bill, 
tariff duties over three and a half million dollars a day to run and we feel as confident as possible that it will be a tremendous 
this �G�o�v�e�r�n�m�e�n�t�~� there can be no- such thing as universal free benefit to every farmer and stockman in this country, and will 
trade. That is entirely out of the question. Our country must very largely reduce the middleman's enormous amount of un­
raise the money for its needs, and our tariff duties, if fairly and earned profit. 
intelligently adjusted on a purely revenue basis, will be amply The minority of the Senate committee on wages and prices of 
high enough to afford all the protection that any legitimate in- commodities reported that there were three causes for the ad­
dust ry deserves and that will also guarantee fair wages to our T-anced food prices, and hence for the increase in the cost of 
Jabo:r. In other words, I think we have reached the �s�t�a�t�~� �~�f� living-first, the tariff; second, the trusts, combines, and mo­
dernlopment· in this country where we can secure all the mc1- nopolies; nnd, third, the increased money supply. Refening to 
dental protection necessary on a purely tariff-for-revenue-only these, the committee said: 
basis if it is fairly and equitably distributed. . We are without sufficient data to apportion the degree of the propor-

Each of the hundreds of industries that is affected, or thinks tion of responsibility among these three causes, but that the first two 
it is affected, by these bills is loudly �p�r�o�t�e�~�g� against them. �~�;�!�a�~�~�~�.�c�h�i�e�f� malefactors we have no doubt; and they ure of our own 

If Congress waits to gain the consent or receive the approv!ll Pre8ident Taft has repeatedly said that the tariff is too high of the people who make money from the tariff rates, �t�h�e�r�~� w1Il 
. never be any revision. No tariff rate can ever be lowered if we and that it tends to permit combines to advance prices. He 

consult only the judgment of the beneficiaries. of �t�h�~� rates. �h�a�~� brought forward this Canadian reciprocity agre·ement in an 
The Democratic Party promised to reduce the tariff, and there earnest effort to remove some of the trade restrictions, hard­

was no proviso or condition attached to the promise. The ships, and inequalities in the tariff, which he admits are un­
contest is between the common welfare of all the people and the reasonable. As between this country and Canada, this agree­
beneficiaries of special legislation. In the last 10 years. �~�v�a�g�e�s� ment very largely removes them. I believe the removal of 
ha,·e increased 22 per cent, while the cost of �~�e� �n�e�~�e�s�s�1�t�1�e�s� of these false trade barriers will not only vastly enlarge our mar­
Iife have increased 60 per cent The Payne-Aldrich bill g:rrn the kets, but will broaden our source of supply and largely prevent 
people no relief whatever. the monopolies and trusts from controlling our prices. 

About a half dozen men own or control something like 80 per If these two bills now pending in the Senate are passed, every 
cent of all the standing timber of this counti·y. The Lumber farmer in the United States wm be able to purchase not only 
Trust which they have formed has the 92,000,000 American peo- all of his farm implements of every conceivable kind, but his 

r •t t lumber and nearly everything else that he buys cheaper than 
ple absolutely by the throat. There seems to be no um 0 he now gets them. I earnestly believe that when the farmers 
the insatiable greed of that monopoly. Prices, as everyone and stockmen learn of the hundreds of articles that are in­knows have gone up from 200 to 500 per cent. 0Ul' timber and 
lumbe; liITITlply in this country is not only rapidl.Y di:minish.ing, eluded in those two bills and their far-reaching and beneficial 

�~�~�.�.�.�.�,� 1 ed. effect, that they will heartily indorse them .. These two bills 
bat practically all that is left of it of any �v�~�l�u�e� is monopo �1 �~� omzht to pass as companion measures. They would benefit every and controlled. There is no other place to get lumber exceptmg �~� 
from Canada. We absolutely must have lumber, and we must man, woman, and child in the United States and injure nobody. 
relieve the people from the increasing high prices, and the It is conservatively estimated by the exi:iert agents of this 
Canadians know it. This agreement practically puts lumber Government and by the most prominent Democrats and Repub-
on the free list. The Canadians, however, are shrewd traders licans in this country, whose knowledge of the tariff is as pro­

found and thorough as anybody in the United States, that for themselves, and they have been able to drive a fairly shrewd the ten to fifteen million dollars of revenue which the Govern.-
bargain with us before making these concessions. If we do not ment would surrender by the passage of these bills the Ameri­
accept this agreement now, President Taft positively assures can people will receive at least $300,000,000 every year in direct ns that it Will be many a long year and we will pay many 
billions of dollars into the pockets of the Lumber- Trust and benefits. Surely it would seem to me that, in the face of that 
other trusts before we get another chance to enter into an agree-· showing, an inland State like Colorado ought to be willin f; to 

d give the measure a trial, especially when the States bordering 
ment as advantageous as this with Cana a. on Canada are not afraid of reciprocity, and SEfferal of their 

We can not blame the newspapers of this country for wanting go-vernors and many of their most prominent men have been 
to wive out the tariff and secure from Canada free wood pulp and here advocating it. 
print paper so as to get out of the clutches of · the American While these two measures are only two steps in the right 
Paper .Manufacturers' Trust Paper is one of the necessities of direction, yet, if both of them are passed, they will very 
life. During the past five years, even with our high tariff against greatly relieve the oppressive tariff conditions now burdening 
her Canada has sold us $100,000,000 more paper, pulp, and lum- the American people. I feel that we have legislated long 
ber' than we have sold her. Our present duty upon these articles enough against trade, one of the most important things that 
has caused a very great wrong and hardship to every man, makes a nation industrially and financially great. The ti me 
woman, and child in the United States. The people are robbed bas long gone by when the American people can li ve by trading 
every day of their lives by the Lumber Trust and Paper Manu- among themselves. The campaign talk of 30 years ago about 
facturers' Trust. If we pass this reciprocity bill and remove confining oursel-ves to our great home market is out of place 
the tariff against these products, Canada will sell us a :vastly to-day. The greatest need of the present is a larger market for 
larger amount than $20,000,000 a year, and we will be able to our surplus products; and, if this country is to continue to 
get at a much more reasonable price the paper, lumber, and prosper, we must sell a very large percentage of our products 
lumber products that are so necess:ll'y in our daily lives. abroad. If we expect other people to buy our products, we 

Of the 16,000,000 families in this country the homes of less must buy from them. Every nation, every State in this 
than 5,000,000 are unencumbered by mortgages. The remain- Nation, and every city in every State is spending millions of 
ing 11,000,000 either have no homes or have mortgaged prop- dollars in advertising and trying to enJarge and e.xp:mcl its 
erties. The present price of lumber is prohibitive. People of trade, and each is especially trying to enlarge the markets for 
moderate means can not bui1d homes. We propose to at least its products. Let us abandon the policy of exclusinness and 
part ially throttle that lumber conspiracy by putting that prod- tariff retaliation and urge a spirit of commerce a.nd fri endly 
uct on the fl·ee list and try to make it easier for our people to trade relations with a.II nations, and especially with the Cu.na-
own their homes. dians-our nearest and best neighbors. 

As I haTe repeatedly stated, these bills are only the begin- The ranchmen and cattlemen of our State have always been 
ning of tariff reduction and of the general readjustment of the my friends and professional and poli ti cal supporters, and I 
tariff. The ta.riff can not be reduced in one bill. The Repub- earnestly hope that I may always deser-re and retain their con­
licans learned that to their sorrow two years ago, and Presi- fidence. I have looked after their interests and represented 
dent Taft has publicly and repeatedly stated that the only them continuously for the past 15 years, and I certainly will 
effective and practical way of revising the tariff is schedule by never do anything in Congress that I believe will, or ernn 
schedule, and the Democratic Party is going to undertake the might, injure them. I trust they will. do me the favor of rc:id­
task that way and attack these gigantic interests as far as pos- ing this letter, and then frankly decide, as I know they will, 
sible single-handed. We must begin somewhere. The con.di- whether or not I have done wrong in standing by the party 
tions in this country are radically wrong. The present tariff that has loy::tlly stood by me and elected me to office during 
conditions breed discontent. High ta.riff is the citadel if not all of these years. 
the mother of trusts, and protection has become the bul- Pardon the great length of this letter. My only excuse is 
wark of monopoly. But we can not do everything at once. your statement that the stockmen of the country would be glad 
The Republican Party ha.s been in control for 16 years and to know my opinion on these subjects, and acting upon your 
conditions have been getting worse every day. They nave assurance that the letter will be published, I have taken the 
legislated in the interest of nearly everybody but the farmer. Ume to go into the matter somewhat in detail. Owing to tbc.i 
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imperative press of official business I have been compelled to 
dictate this letter very hastily and with frequent interruptions 
and very little time for re\ision, consequently there are prob­
ably some repetitions and possibly some minor inaccuracies. 
But, in the main, it expresses my ideas based upon a diligent 
study of these tariff questions for the past two and a half 
years, and I frankly submit them to the candid judgment of 
the people of Colorado. 

Yours, very respectfully, EDWARD T. TAYLOR. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to 

the gentleman from Alabama [1\Ir. DENT]. 
i\lr. DENT. l\lr. Chairman, the object of this bill is to reduce 

taxes and to decrease the cost of li"ring, and even though it may 
not accomplish all that its advocates claim for it, it is a long 
stride in the right direction, and I do not see how any Democrat, 
at least, can refuse to vote for it. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Whatever differences of opinion may exist among us as 
to the doctrine of free raw material should now be abandoned iu 
the face of the facts with which we are now confronted. Per­
haps the ideal Democratic tariff doctrine is a strictly revenue 
tariff upon e-.fery article of importation. But, Mr. Chairman, 
that is not the practical way in which to look at this question 
to-day. Every Republican, whether he be a regular or an in­
surgent, belic,es in the doctrine of protection and that that 
doctrine should not be abandoned. There �a�r�~� some Republicans 
who believe that the pre ent tariff rates are too high; there 
are some Republicans who believe that the present rates are 
correct; there are some Republicans who think, I beliern, 
that the rate are not now high enough. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] But all Republicans agree that the doctrine 
of protection should be maintained. [Applause on the Demo­
cratic .side.] Now, if the Democratic Party should undertake, 
when in control only of the House of Representatives, to adopt 
a general revenue bill based purely and primarily on Demo­
cratic lines and eliminating entirely the doctrine of protection, 
then a Republican Senate, composed of regulars and insurgents, 
would justify their opposition to such a measure by reason of 
the fact that it would mean the complete destruction of the 
doctrine of protection. 

But the Republican Party, Mr. Chairman, is not opposed to 
the doctrine of free trade in some things. I am justified in 
making this statement by reason of the fact that in their purely 
protective tariff measures there is the free list. Therefore 
I want to congratulate the majority membership of the Com­
mittee on Ways and Means of the House in adopting a plan 
by which the tariff shall be revised by piecemeal as the only 
practical and sensible way in which it can now be accom­
plished. And there is another and a really good reason why 
the committee has adopted this plan, and that arises from the 
fact that it absolutely eliminates the trading and the bartering 
between special interests seeking special favors that have here­
tofore occurred in all the tariff legislation of this counh·y. 
[Applause on the Democratic sid4l.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another and a still more power­
ful reason why this plan of tariff revision adopted by the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House should be carried into 
effect. For something like one-half of a century the protective­
tariff system hns been thoroughly intrenched in the legislation 
of this country. Under this system gigantic fortunes have been 
concentrated in the llands of the favored few. In return for 
the vote of the American citizen who has been led under false 
pretenses to believe that the system brought about a general, 
but undefined, prosperity these gigantic interests, whose wealth 
has been accumulated by reason of the favoritism of the Gov­
ernment, have utilized this congested wealth by organizing 
trusts, and by means of these great trusts they levy, without even 
asking the aid of the Go,vernment, an additional tribute upon 
the American people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Whenever the �r�e�p�r�e�s�e�n�t�a�t�i�~�e�s� of the American people meet 
a situation like this there is but one thing to do, and that is 
to invite the foreign competitor of this concentrated and con­
gested wealth power to come to America and compete with 
their exorbitant prices. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The only regret, Mr. Chairman, that I have about this bill, 
prepared by my good friend from Alabama, the chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee, is that it is not more exten­
sive. But when I remember that the free markets of the world 
are by this bill opened to the American purchaser to buy agri­
cultural implements, bagging and ties, boots, shoes, and leather, 
bread, crackers, and salt I do not see how many Representa­
tives can stand before their people and defend an adverse vote 
upon this bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, there are four great enterprises that build up 
the material prosperity of every people. They are agriculture, 
commerce, navigation, and manufactures. It is a startling prop-

osition to me that during all of these years in this free country, 
the freest country on the globe, one of these enterprises has 
been able to induce those who work in the other three to vote 
to tax themselves for the sole and exclusive benefit of the 
fourth. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Under this sys­
tem of protection, for which I am justified in saying it is at 
least partly responsible, navigation has been abandoned on the 
high seas. Commerce has thrived to a greater or less extent 
because it was absolutely essential in the distribution of the 
products of the country and in bringing the buyer and seller 
together. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Agriculture has 
prospered with more or less ups and downs because of the 
abundance of our land and the fertility of our soil. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

The last man on God's green earth who ought to vote for a 
high protective-tariff system is the tiller of the soil. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] Under this system he is compelled 
to purchase everything he needs upon the farm and in the home 
in a highly protected and therefore a high-priced market, while 
the great surplus crop that he raises is sold in the free-trade 
markets of the world. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

.And, l\Ir. Chairman, I want to say that the wage earner is 
no longer fooled by the claims of the advocates of this pro- • 
tecttre-tariff system. I do not propose to enter upon any sta­
tistical discussion of this question. Suffice it to say that the 
increase of wages has not kept pace with the prices of the 
thing the laborer must buy. I want it to be understood-and 
I repeat what my good friend from Alabama [l\fr. CLAYTON] 
elaborated the other day-that even the advocates of the pro­
tective-tariff system do not claim that it benefits any· laborer, 
except those engaged in purely manufacturing pursuits. [Ap­
plause on the Democratic side.] The carpenter, the brick 
mason, tbe painter, the railroad employee, and thousands of 
other laborers throughout this country are not even pretended 
to be affected by a high protective tariff. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

But that is not all. Here occurs one of the most remarkable 
political phenomena that ever occurred in the history of any 
free people. Did you ever stop to think that the laboring man 
engaged in manufacturing 'pursuits is not himself by the law 
directly protected, although the industry in which he is en­
gaged may be protected? The protection is given to the em­
ployer, and the employer is made the laboring man's guardian, 
without any compulsion of law or any obligation of contract to 
divide the spoils with his employee. [Applause on the Demo­
cratic side.] Yet they have appealed to the laboring men 
throughout this country, engaged in protected manufacturing 
pursuits, asking the laboring n:;ian to vote to give this artificial 
profit to his employer, and trust to God that his 'employer 
would give him some of the benefits. [Applause.] This is the 
system that is now beginning to find its end. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The American people have decided to repudiate it; there is 
no doubt about that. In my humble judgment there never 
has been a time in the whole history of the American people 
when there was not an overwhelming majority of the people 
with the Democratic Party upon the subject of low taxation 
and an economic administration of the Government. [Ap­
plause.]- In 1876 Mr. Tilden received 250,000 plurality, although 
he was cheated out of the election. [Applause on the Demo­
cratic side.] In 1892 the Democratic Party swept the country 
from the east to the west on that issue. In 1908 both political 
parties went before the American people, demanding a: down­
ward revision of the tariff. [Applause.] The Republican 
Party forgot its anteelection pledges, and in 1910 a Democratic 
majority of 64 was returned to the House of Representattrns. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, the Democratic Party believes in low taxa­
tion and an honest and economical administration of the Gov­
ernment, within constitutional limitations, in the sovereignty 
of the State, so far as their domestic affairs are concerned, 
in local self-government and the largest possible individual 
liberty consistent with the public good. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] We believe that in a great country like 
ours, spread over such a vast territory, stretching from ocean 
to ocean, from Lakes to Gulf, embracing within its limits every 
variety of soil, climate, and production known to the Temperate 
Zone, and including among its people the representatives or 
their descendents of every civilized race on the globe, each 
with different thoughts, different tastes, different hopes, differ­
ent aspirations, and, what is more important, different inter­
ests, that out of this heterogeneous mass there can be molded 
and maintained one homeogenous whole only by remaining true 
to the principles upon which our fathers builded this Republic. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [llr. LANGLEY]. 

[llr. LAl'GLEY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield 10 minutts to the gentleman 

from North Carolina [Mr. FAISON]. 

[Mr. FAISON addres ed the committee. See Appendix.] 
Mr. DALZELL. l\fr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr . IloWMAN]. 
Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is late Saturday afternoon 

of the second week which this House, in my judgment, illts 
spent in chasing a will-o'-the-wisp, and yet I have been \ery 
much ipterested in the debate. It is a great privilege to be a 
.Member of this House. It might be called a liberal educatioll 
to listen to what these Members have to say upon such an im­
portant question as the tariff. I also consider it a great privi­
lege to represent an important part of the greatest State in this 
Union, the State of Pennsyl,ania, the richest crown that adorns 
the brow of nature, and the district from which I come the 
brightest gem in that diadem, the heart of the anthracite coal 
region of Pennsylvania, the county of Luzerne. It seems to be 
quite the fashion for the Members of this House to inYeigh 
against the industries of the State of Pennsylvania. Do they 
realize what that State is doing for this Union? Do they realize 
that that State produced, according to the census of rno5, one­
serenth of the wealth of this counh'Y-upward of $2,000,000,000? 
Do they realize what the• State of Pennsylvania is doing with 
that money? Do they realize that they are supporting the coun­
try ilirectly by purchasing the products raised in all parts of this 
Union and by sending to the south, to the east, to the west, 
and to the north money to help carry on its multitudinous en­
terprises? I may be permitted to Eay a few words regarding 
the character of the people of the district which I ha\.e the 
honor to represent. 

They are one of the most industrious, independent, and pro­
gressive of which this country can boast. They are Republicans 
to-day and Democrats to-morrow; they can not be deceived by 
any such bill as tbat wWch is before this House to-day. I will 
take the opportunity now of sending to the Clerk's desk an un­
inspired editorial printed in the Wilkes-Barre Record, one of 
the most important newspape1·s in the State of Pennsylrnnia or 
in this Nation, one that does not suppo:rt a man because he is 
a Republican or because he is a Democrat, but supports those 
men and those principles which they believe are for the best 
interests of this country. 

'l'he Clerk read as follows : 
SCHEDULE BY SCHEDULE. 

In the course of his address in New York City lust week President 
Taft again characterized the old method of taritr revision as antiquated 
and rife with abuse. The opinion he expressed, that there is now gen­
er:i.l sentiment in favor of making revision dependent upon exact in­
formation as to each schedule, is not overdrawn. The Payne law is 
not what it should be, largely because there was lack of definite infor­
mation as to the extent to which duties might be reduced. Congressmen 
were primarily interestert in giving adequate protection to the products 
of their respective sections of the country, but without knowing just 
how much protection was needed they felt more inclined to err on the 
side of overprotection than underprotection. In the confusion some 
reactionaries allied with the special interests took advantage of the 
situation to demnnd duties in excess of what they knew were adequate. 
But as to the main body of Republicans, they were completely at sea; 
If mistakes were made, they were due to the absence of plain facts and 
figures in relation to the schedules upon which they were called to vote. 

This haphazard system has prevented fhir and square revision in the 
past and it will prevent it so long as the system is continued. Insur­
gents who clamored for downward revision and expressed their indi,,.na­
tion over the Payne enactment because it did not go far enough, 

0 

are 
now clamoring against the reciprocity agreement because sectional 
interests have more weight with them than the general welfare. They 
oppose reciprocity because they fear that it will seriously injure the 
farming constituencies which they represent. At the time of the last 
general revision certain Democrats were heart and soul in favor of 
reducing the tariff on everything produced outside of their own dis­
tricts. These were the Democrats who took the hazard of expressing 
their honest stand. Others. were spared from fighting reduction owing 
to the knowledge that there would be no attempt at reducing the old 
rate on their borne products. 

The President has raised an issue as between the old method of 
revision and the method which gives Congressmen and the Nation in­
formation as to the differences between the cost of production at home 
and abroad and all other ·information necessary for safe judgment. 
When such facts and figures are presented there will be no excuse 
for voting �b�l�i�n�d�l�y�~� Congressmen will not be able to take advantage of 
a c-0nfused situation in order to stand pat for their sectional inter­
ests. It will be known just to what extent each schedule may be 
safely reduced. In advocating such a system the President is right 
and the Nation is with him. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I would ask the Members of this House if 
this bill is in any sense in conformity with the very wise state­
ments of' that editorial? I declare that it is not, and I also 
declare, without fear of contradiction, that there are not a. 
dozen Members present who, taken individually, consider this 
a wise measure. It certainly is not just. Most of you can 

reason with an individual, and most of you have had sufficient 
experience with men to know that it is oftentimes impossible to 
reason with a crowd. 

This bill does not show sufficient consideration, either for the 
character of the Democratic Party or for the people of this 
country. It is neither wise nor just 

That I may not appear inclined to favor my own State or the 
industries of my own State I will call attention to a Jetter 
which most of you ha"Ve recei-Ved from the Carolina Bagging 
Co. Investigation shows me that the bagging industry has 
invested upward of $11,000,000. They employ over 6,000 people. 
It is located entirely in the Southern States. This letter, to the 
speaker, who has had some experience in business if not in poli­
tics, is absolutely touching. 

Tbere are now seven bagging factories in North Carolina, 
three in South Carolina, three in Virginia, and three in Georgia. 
Large amounts of capital are invested in these. Admitting jute 
bagging into this country free of duty would ruin and close 
these factories and throw all their labor out of employment. 

The l\Iember from North Carolina in whose district this fac­
tory is located stated to me, upon inquiry, that the effect of 
this bill upon that facto1'Y would be to cloEe it and result in the 
probable ruin of that enterprise. I lo-0ked up the credit rating 
of these people. It was given me as first class. I believe they 
are honest men and tell the truth when they say: 

The duty on cotton bagging which is made of jute, is about 30 
cents per roll. With this small amount of protection manufacturers 
of bagging and other jute products have had a bard time to live for 
the last few years. Several factories have failed and gone oot of 
business. 

. 0 * * 0 * �~� 
Take this from our earnings and we could not go on at all, and 

would close our factory. May God forbid such a result. We and our 
help all cry to Congress to forbid it. 

I went through an experience in connection with the Wilson 
bill as a business man that I shall ne\er forget. I had just 
fairly started in business. The anthracite coal busine . is 
Yel'Y similar to the farming industry. It is intimately depend­
ent upon the industrial growth and progress of the country. 
When the wheels stop and no smoke comes from the furnaces 
the mines are idle. I saw long strings of men, women, and 
children leading up to the soup house. They were taken care of. 
There is never a hungry child in the anthracite coal district of 
Pennsylvania, whatever may be stated to the contrary on the 
other side of this or any other House. The miners there are paid 
better wages than any others in the world. There have been slurs 
cast upon the bituminous mining system of Pennsylvania as to 
the wages paid. There are peculiar conditions surroundinO' that 
industry, and, understand, I have no commission to speak for 
the bituminous region of Pennsylvania. But justice is ju tice. 

I wish to speak from the report of the Immigration Commi sion 
relative to the condition of immigrants in the bituminous coal 
fields of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from North Carolina, I 
think it was, presented here a voucher showing that some mine 
worker had been paid a few dollars for 10 days' work. That 
hand specimen was unfair to the State of Pennsylvania and 
not fair to himself. The average earnings of all classe of 
daily wage earners in the Pennsylvania bituminous mines in 1000 
was $2.07. The daily average paid the native American was 
$2.18. The average daily earnings of the Welsh was $2.43. It 
is true that some of the foreigners do not earn as large wnges, 
but the foreign-born average for the year was $442 a family. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to 

the gentleman. 
Mr. BOWMAN. The investigation of the experts conn cted 

with this report shows to me that the bituminous miners of 
Pennsylvania receive from 20 to 40 per cent more wages than 
the average paid for the total labor of the southern part of this 
countr'Y. 

Now, gentlemen, I am not talking for north, south, east, or 
west. I have an interest in the Southland-as much as any of 
you can have. My only daughter with husband and two grand­
sons, lives in the State of Alabama, and I ha\e some of my hard­
earned money invested there. Should I not be interested in 
the development of that country as I am also in that of my 
own State and of each State in the Union? And I say to :rou, 
gentlemen, with all seriousnes , ponder well before you pas 
this bill. Ponder well. And I will make a prediction, that 
before 10 or 15 years pass this House will ha\e from that 
Southland as ardent supporters of the principle of protection, 
us it is understood in my State, as you now have from Penn­
sylvania. We believe in protection to the limit of competition, 
with a small percentage to protect from surplus stocks. We 
believe in a revision of the tariff. We believe that if nny 
industry is protected and does not give labor a fair share of the 
return we should withdraw from that industry its protection. 

i 
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Now, gentlemen, there haYe been slurs cast against the manu­
facturing industries of the State of Pennsylvania., notably 
those of Pittsburg. They produce a large share of that 
$2,000,000,000 of which I told you. They do not keep it all 
in Pittsburg. What is Pittsburg doing for the Tennessee Coal 
& Iron Co.? It is furnishing the money and the brains to re­
habilitate it and put it in a position so as to make Alabama 
some day a second Pennsylvania. 

Gentlemen, if shoes are put on the free list, why not sugar? 
This bill means millions for nothing. Reciprocity means some­
thing for something. If the re-renues of this country are re­
duced by the amount that is contemplated in this bill, can this 
country perform its duty to the veterans? 

It was stated by a l\Iember on this floor that there were no 
farmers in my district. There are as good farmers, working as 
good furms) in my district, as are found anywhere in this coun­
try, and they want the mines to work so that there will be a 
market for their crops. They are patriots and have furnished, 
as defenders of this country, from the War of the Revolution 
down to the Spanish War, as great a proportion or a greater 
proportion of volunteers than any other part of this Union. 
They depend upon this Government to care for them in their 
old age, and I appeal to you, gentlemen, that the revenue:s of 
this country should not be reduced when they are deserving 
aid, and expecting to be cared for at this time. 

Now, just a word more. I have two telegrams here which 
I have received. There are in my district two lace-curtain 
factories which are using cotton. I telegraphed to them and 
have received the following responses to my inquiry as to the 
amount of cotton used daily and their product of finished goods. 
Here they are : 

• WILKES-BARRE, PA., May 5, mn. 
Mr. C. C. BOWMAN, 

House of Representatives, Washington., D. 0.: 
Maximum daily consumption cotton 2,500 pounds ; market value an­

nual output approximately $800,000. 
WYOMING VALLEY LACE MILLS. 

WrLKES-BARRE, PA., May 5, mn. 
Hon. c. c. BOWMAN, 

Congressman, TT'ashington., D. -0.: 
We use daily 10,000 pounds of cotton and produce 10,000 pairs of 

curtains per day. 
WILKES-BARRE LACE MANUFACTURX:XG Co. 

Is it better, I ask, Mr. Chairman, to sell that cotton in this 
country and support the American farmer and miner and an 
American industry or pay the freight upon the cotton to the 
other side and the freight back on the :finished goods and also 
support a foreign industry? [Applause on the Republican 
�~�d�e�.�]� . 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
GARDNER] is recognized for 30 minutes. 

Ur. GARD:NER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I shall not 
discuss in detail the tariff in general or protection as affected 
by this bill. Tariff discussion is about perpetual; it increases 
periodically from near zero, and commands attention only as 
often as death and forgetfulness remove from view the wrecks 
of former consideration and destructive action. 

It was not my good fortune in youth, or at any other time, to 
be apprenticed to a mathematical tailor shop, where I might 
acquire the facility to fashion from the cloth a statistical gar­
ment that would precisely fit any economic proposition and 
dress it appropriately for presentation on any occasion at hand. 
Nor shall I inquire very closely into :figures in search of the 
comparative "cost of manufacture at home and abroad." Much 
has been said about this platform expression. My interpreta­
tion of it is, a tariff under which the present standard of Amer­
ican living and American wages shall not be broken down. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] If it has any other inter­
pretation, pray what is it? Where - is this place called 
"abroad"? 

It is not named on any map. Is it " any old place " outside 
of the United States? If so, for the purpose of a computation 
of the " difference in cost at home and abroad " there are a 
number of "abroads." For inBtance, England, Germany, and 
France all manufacture pottery and export it into the United 
Stutes. But it is manufactured at one cost in England, another 
in Germany, and another in France. Which is the " abroad "? 
Now, does any gentleman pretend here that the difference in 
cost at home and a)>road is not to be measured in large part 
by the American wage, the American standard of living, the 
American environment, the American way that has become a 
necessary way to American life, if you please? So, for myself, 
I repeat that this is my standard of interpretation of the Re-

publican pledge. Certainly we must mean something with some 
stability, something in some degree permanent. 

The difference in cost, measured by arithmetic, would never 
be the same probably in any two months. An increase in 
wages here or a decrease there would change the relative dif­
ference in that cost. Indeed, gentlemen who insist upon a 
rigid arithmetical interpretation must be ardent advocates of a 
tariff commission with full power to act at once and often, and 
with an Atlantic cable in their control, for it would be neces­
sary to ascertain at least every Monday morning what that 
difference was and to adjust the United States tariffs accord­
ingly. 

I have noticed that the gentlemen favoring even the proposed 
free list are possessed, and naturally so, with some anxiety to 
dissipate the well-founded belief that tariffs materially affect 
the wages and the amount of labor engaged in the various oc­
cupations here. I noticed yesterday that my colleague from 
New Jersey [Mr. McCoY] quoted standard authority for the 
proposition that the tariff can not increase wages. 

To-day the same proposition has been insisted upon, and I 
want to do my friend from Maryland [Mr. LINTHICUM] the jus­
tice to say that in so far as I know he is the only gentleman 
who, in this entire debate, has acknowledged any force whatever 
in the old "law of supply and demand." Now, it is a truism 
that a tariff can not raise wages, if you assume a world-wide 
equality of conditions. It is probably true that equal tariffs 
could not affect wages, if all the world was equally situated 
and each nation had its own tariff equal with every other. It 
may also be a truism under many other assumptions. It is, 
however, an absurdity-if increase means to prevent reduction.­
when applied to a country living on a higher plane as against 
countries whose standard of life and pay is on a lower plane. 
An unlimited supply of anything made in a country where labor 
is cheap reduces the price, under the Ia w of supply and 
demand. 

People will pay no more for the thing made for high wages 
than if made for low wages. The Tow prices thus brought 
about must. ultimately reduce wages or close the factory in the 
higher-paid workman's country. I know of nothing more 
futile in this world, Ur. Chairman, than the attempted appli­
cation of even an unimpeachable philosophic conclusion to con­
ditions that it will not fit. I say to our friends that they can 
not now spread over this coJ.IDtry a general doubt that the tariff 
has developed our lDanufactures and has aided in making the 
trade balances fa-rorable and contributed greatly to the na­
tional growth, wealth, strength, and prosperity. Yon may con­
fuse the reason of the young operatiYes in the factory, but you 
can not confuse the recollections of the older ones. 

You can not erase from their memory the days of idleness, 
the specter of gaunt poverty, nor will they forget the defaulted 
building association dues, the lost homes, the general disaster 
of your former experiments. I had intended to say, before 
my friend from Maryland spoke to-day, that in all the economic 
discussion that it has been heretofore my fortune to hear the 
law of supply and demand had been considered. a very respect­
able authority and treated with marked consideration. Propo­
sitions going to the increase or decrease of the supply were 
subjected to the scrutiny of that law, and the probable effect 
on price was thereby determined. 

So far as I know, until to-day no advocate of the reciprocity 
bill has paid even " the cold respect of a passing glance " to 
that law. True, the whole contention that reciprocity would 
reduce the cost of living must haYe rested upon the operation 
of the law unless it be simply a provision against possible 
famine due to untimely frosts in the country south of Canada. 
We were diverted rather to statistical exhibits calculated to 
show that the desired result would not be attained. 

I know of no other instance in the history of parliamentary 
contests where there occurred a serious division on the ques­
tion of whether products could be cheapened without lowering . 
the price. In the discussion of the pending bill, also, no con­
sideration has been given at all until to-day to the effect of this 
law's operation when the goods so admitted are here on the 
ground and when the American price will be fixed by the for­
eign competitor-unless new combinations prevent. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration is known as the 
farmers' free-list bill, has been known so here in Washington 
and throughout the United States, understood to be such wher­
ever notice of the parliamentary proceedings of this great 
Nation is taken. It has been understood that it was a sister 
craft of reciprocity, and we have been told to-day for the first 
time, and much applause was- elicited by the apparent after­
thought, that even though the reciprocity boat should " hit upon 
the unseen rock" or founder in the hurricane of debate, the 
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otber boat would sail to its destination. Both are freighted 
with disaster. The two bills are an admitted attempt at special 
legislation, and special legislation of a kind, . too, adjudged to 
be contrary to public policy in some of the States and forbidden 
by the constitutions of other States in which the legislation is 
to operate. 

Since when has the farmer been a subject of outlawry by the 
Government on the one hand or entitled to either real or pre­
tended special privilege on the other? When did the condition 
arise under which his segregation is not insult and his special­
ization outrage? He above all others is professedly opposed to 
both special privilege and special legislation. What kind of a 
defense is it of this bill to say that the farmer has been espe­
cially penalized, and now you offer him special privileges in re­
coupment? If you believe he is entitled to recoupment, what 

. right bad you to do him the special injury? If you did not do 
him special wrong, what warrant is there to grant him special 
favor? When did the farmer cease to be an American citizen 
subject to the equal protection of �~�h�e� laws and to none other? 

Of course you do not offer him benefits in this bill. You say 
you do. You think you do because you think wrong on the 
tariff. Upon the whole the farmer is a loser by your free list. 
You propose to heal the wound made by one blow by "hitting 
him again." 

But if you believe the free list would help the farmer, why 
not give it to him with equal certainty with which you �g�i�n�~� 
him the first blow-reciprocity? This is too serious a matter; 
it raises questions too momentous to be deliberately and deeply 
involved in the game of politics. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] The purpo e can not be hidden. The veil is too gauzy; 
the sagacity of the farmer aml the people even less directly 
concerned will penetrate it with the simplicity of an X ray 
on something thin. Is it hoped to plead successfully that you 
sought to soften the injustice done by an administration meas­
ure? The farmer will know that if you had not made it your 
measure it would not have passed the House. Do you hope to 
win him by the soothing statement that you had to support the 
reciprocity bill because it was in line with your policies, but 
you still thought it necessary to break the injurious force of 
the policy? You can not tell him that you believe he should 
both sell and buy in a free-trade market, because you had it 
in your power to give him both together or neither. 

It will be no defense to say that believing he should have 
both you gave him one, even though you pass your free-list bill 
through the House and put the question of giving him the other­
your beneficial measure-up to somebody else. The so-called 
reciprocity with Canada is bad enough and plays ha oc with 
the agricultural interests of this country, but it plays an honest 
ha \OC, honest if inexcusable as a policy, honest as a revenue­
tariff havoc would be if the Democratic Party could follow out 
its own convictions. But a reciprocity bill, with a farmers' free 
list as a supplement, not only assaults and wounds the farmer's 
interests but inexcusably insults his intelligence. It is a mock 
expression of good will. It says, "We struck you because we 
thought we could escape responsibility and direct your resent­
ment to another. We admit the injury, but we have the balm 
tllat will cure. Whether the balm shall be applied or not, we 
\Yill leave to those who say that they do not believe you are 
injured at all." 

The sands in the glass at the desk are running, and I must 
omit much and hasten on. 

Mr. Chairman, we have beyond doubt during the last two or 
three weeks been favored with one of the most splendid sym­
posiums that has gone into political literature. It is true that 
more, in the form of prophecy, has gone into the current volume 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD than is contained in any volume 
yet given to the world, and probably with less warrant of in­
spiration than excuses the existence of any former volume. 
True it is, too, that party has assaulted party, that crimination 
and recrimination have been heard. High tariff has been 
assaulted and low tariff has been denounced, until, if the air 
waves travel as indicated by the success of the wireless, we 
may well believe that wherever around the globe there is an 
echo a present ear would hear "robber," "plunder," "trusts," 
" panic," " poverty," " the ruin wrought," and so on; yet it 
remains true that there has been debate of a high order and 
the presentation of important facts-the evidence of diligent, if 
misdirected, research. 

And yet, as I comprehend the subject matter before the 
House, the real questions involved have not been even stated 
for consideration. The questions are not of tariffs, or reciproc­
ity, or closer commercial relations with Canada. All these are 
incidental and to be determined according to which way we 
resolve the main question. · 

Has the time come when the United States should enter 
upon a new agricultural extension in another country, only 
less disastrous to existing agriculture in extent, but no less 
in kind, than that which occurred to the East in "winning 
the West?" Has our population so grown, has our demand 
for foodstuffs become so great that our agriculture can not 
supply it; or have our farmers so far fallen below the ability 
to produce an adequate supply that there is now a national 
necessity for a new agricultural extension and development, 
even though· the United States must become a party to its 
accomplishment, under �a�n�o�t�h�~�r� flag? These are the questions 
to be met and discussed in advance of intelligent action by 
Congress; and if the answers be in the affirmative, I submit 
that the wise procedure is not by way of what we call the 
"pact" or "reciprocity." With the questions involved an­
swered in the affirmative, the "pact" is neither broad enough 
in scope nor secure enough in tenure to.meet the requirements. 
If the questions be not resolved in the affirmative-if the 
nece sity does not exist-then the agricultural interests of the 
country should not be disturbed and a third of all our people 
made subject to depression and loss-a third of our people 
should not have their well-being exposed to the hazard of an un­
necessary experiment. 

The analysis of the question whether the United States should 
now become a party to a new agricultural �~�x�t�e�n�s�i�o�n� in another 
country by treaty involves the discussion of many questions, 
some of which we very properly seek to avoid. I take it that if 
there be no national ·necessity for it, if none should be shown, 
the proposition would stand at the end of such consideration as 
a mere proposal to throw our agricultural interests into confu­
sion, subject them to depression, discourage internal develop­
ment for the benefit of others, for no reason better than an im­
pulse to do something-execute a diversion, make a new mark 
on the map of the world. This movement would, I think, stand 
alone in the history of national movements as an attempt to 
divert development away from the home flag, divert immigra­
tion to a field of competition with us and before such competi­
tion is necessary; to build and strengthen elsewhere at the ex­
pense of home. But if it be necessary, if the time has come 
when we need it, if our agricultural resources be not ample, 
then a further development should be sought more under our 
control, where we could not be deprived of its benefits whenever 
and under whatever circumstances a rival power should elect. 

The more we are brought to a state of dependence upon re­
sources not under our control the weaker our position. If the 
broader and deeper questions involved were, diplomatically 
speaking, open for discussion now it would be pertinent to in­
quire at some length whether we are not quite possibly putting 
the Nation into a position where the maximum of supply will 
be available in times of minimum need and only the minimum 
supply be available to meet the maximum of requirement. The 
higher wisdom of policies is brought to test only in the crisi . 
If the Canadian pact develops a notable tendency, it will be in 
the direction of a United States dependence upon these foreign 
fields. 

Mr. Chairman, the discussion of reciprocity here has not indi­
cated mental views confined to the business relations between 
the United States and Canada. There have been visions of 
prospective which, while shadowy and undefined, have yet been 
inspiring and influential to many advocates of the measure. 
I wish the matter could have been considered in the absence of 
the unrelated lights and shades which, while not on the canvas, 
have added greatly to, if not controlled, the estimate of value 
of the picture itself. 

There has certainly been enough of this influence apparent 
to remove the pact from comparison with any other proposi­
tion for reciprocal trade and to remove it from the light of 
contemplation as a cold business matter-enough of it to de­
stroy the notion that if its workings be to our business disad­
vantage it can be denounced like other treaties. There seems 
present in everyone's vision a line of Americans going into 
Canada by the invitation of the treaty, a severing from all 
the United States except its markets. the establishment of 
homes over there. When 100,000 or 200,000 American farmers 
have accepted the invitation and gone there and located there, 
you can no more withdraw tbe treaty than Congress can with­
draw the rainbow from the sky. If now, it is forever-or com­
plication. 

The sentiment to which I allude has been so marked that 
the matter in this discussion of which the world at large has 
most taken note, and probably tbe only matter that history 
will note at all, is found in the romantic expressions about the 
United States farmers' influence in Canada tending to bring 
the two countries into such close and intimate connections that 
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we may suppose two flags will become embarrassing. Some- bade good-by to our civilization, and took the trail for the 
thing of this has gone permanently .into the record. '!'here is unbroken lands far toward the sunset, but not beyond thy 
apparent a belief, not naTrowly confined, that the United States dominion. 
citizen is going to settle in Canada; that he will exert a United My neighbors were in like manner reduced, and they followed, 
States influence; that his sentiment will be infectious, if not and none for many years took their places. The vixen reared 
contagious. It seems almost assumed that by and by Uncle her young on the abandoned hillside farms of New England, and 
·Sam, with Miss Canada's consent, with apply to the Court of they made hiding places of what had been the plenteous store­
St. James for letters of legal adoption. houses of the farmers. Vanishing equities from under a million 

There has been some expression almost poetical and �s�o�m�~� depreciating incumbrances proclaimed the cost of agricultural 
heroic of the way this new addition was to be made, pre- expansion to the farmers elsewhere. Out here in our new 
snmably to the sisterhood of States. And the farmer aga.in is homes, after years of pioneer hardships, slow-moving civilization 
.the instrumentality by which it is all to be brought about. has come to us. I have moderately prospered, and have been a 
Strange there should be so much of roi;nance hoTering about · proud American citizen. Proud of our growing agricultural 
;what the farmer believes to be the sacr,i:fice of his well being. greatness, prouff of the increasing manufactures of my coun-

I am at a loss to classify this imagined sentimental :filibuster. try, and still felt that American liberty and equality was man's 
It seems to be safely outside the condemnation of international first best estate in this world. Star-Spangled Banner, there 
law, because unorganized and without arms; still it has been has been eTer present with me the thought: The flag that 
made apparent that there is a wide-spread feeling among the floats over the German is the flag of the Kaiser; the :flag that 
advocates of reciprocity that the people of the United States inspires the Englishman is the flag of His 1\Iajesty; but thou, 
are going into Canada. That reciprocity means expatriation thou art my flag. 
and in no small way, and that somehow, in some undefined way; I am now . told of a new propaganda-that the unmeasured 
and undesignated time, the expatriated sons are going to bring domain of Canada must be developed and brought into our 
both countries under one flag. That may be an inspiring sen.ti- agricultural expansion, that the wheels of manufacture may 
ment to those who have no thought of going, and who do not run more cheaply, and the" cost of doing business be decreased." 
attempt an analysis of it. But how does it seem to those who I must again take the consequences of a new agricultural de­
think they may go, or may ha""re to go? Do they contemplate velopment. The expense will be great, but the farmer again 
going as propagandists of annexation? Will they go for the must pay it a.11, even though the expansion be, this time, under 
purpose of extending our domain? Do they think of becoming another flag. If the cost be too great, we are told we can sell 
disturbers of the King's peace? Will reciprocity inspire them our homesteads on a falling market and "go North and grow 
with the notion that we have an inviting regard for the farmer's up with the country." Again we can leave civilization and 
interest? Does he who goes from under a flag to better his again seek new homes, this time under bleaker skies, on the 
fortunes, believe that all the world's opportunity is behind plains of British North America, swept by more frosty winds. 
him? It may seem strange to find myself at last pushed on to where 

l\.Ir. Chairman, I allude to the existence of this sentiment I should sit through the rendering of the American anthem, but 
chiefly to point out that we have not yet settled to a mood to needs rise and bow my head reverently to the swelling notes of 
consider "soberly and in cold reason" the proposition before "God save the King.'' 
the country. The dream will not come true. False visions "Flag of the free heart's hope and home," thou wert by hands 
should not be taken a.s an inspiration or a guide to statesman- of gods to valor given. The god of battles commanded valor to 
ship. fight, when needs be, to the last drop of red-blood for thee, the 

They will go first who are least reluctant to leave. And if country, and its people. The goddess of liberty commanded 
the reluctant are forced out, will not the " tie th.at binds " be that the land and the peopie under the flag should be protected 
broken? in all things that make for their freedom, their prosperity, and 

The sentiment that hovers about this question rises not in their happiness. The goddess of �j�u�~�t�i�c�e� sternly forbade that 
fact from the prospects of new glories to come of bloodless con- the people of any honorable occupation should ever be segre­
quest or of expanding national greatness. It is rather a sen- gated and thrust without the pale of equal protection of the 
timent of sadness. Before us will stand a great, and this time laws. The commands have �~�e�~� disobeyed, the trust imposed 
nnpredatory, jnterest, the interest that fills the world's grana- has been betrayed, and I am mv1ted to depart, that some other 
ries and feeds its teeming millions, depressed, if not discour- people may be more prosperous and happy under my flag. 
aged, under a sense of wrong treatment, disregard, and adverse For decency's sake I will put in concealment my emblems of 
'discrimination. Beyond will lie an almost boundless domain, membership in the society of the Sons of the American Revolu­
to be settled and devoted to production that will come into tion and other patriotic associations. For this, however, solace 
competition with that interest as fa.st �a�~� it becomes profitable is to be found in the thought that when my grandchildren shall 
to compete. The end will not be seen by any man now living. have "grown up with the country" and civilization shall haxe 
Hope of relief from the new agricultural depression will be aga.in encompassed them, they may organize the " Patriotic As­
only for a generation yet unborn. Our farmers will go .into sociation of First Comers by the Reciprocity Trail." I go with 
Canada, perhaps, to recoup on rising values there the shrink- heart even more heavy th.at many of my countrymen suggest 
age they suffer here. How magnificent the prospect! that thou, flag, may come, too, and again float over me in the 

For myself, instead of imagining the United States farmer new land. They suggest that we who go will beckon thee and 
going into Canada, by reason of the reciprocity pact, with a long for thy coming. Oh, why could not the farmer be per­
heart fired with sentiment for annexation, I can m9re easily mitted to accept exile without casting after him the imputation 
picture him as bidding farewell to his flag with feelings, in that he will seek the protection of the British flag, while harbor­
some cases, tinged with bitterness. If he be one who went ing in his American heart treason to His 1\Iajesty's emblem? 
iWest from the East because of the depression there, brought Why, instead of a Godspeed, a proclamation of his baseness? 
about by the expansion which has peopled the West, he may But the farmer, under any flag, will still have equal perrriis-
feel like couching his good-by in terms somewhat as follows: 'Sion to petition the Throne of Grace and Power, and will pray 

"Flag of the free," farewell! I run invited to expatriate. that the legitimate and natural consequences of the error by 
Columbia hath regard for all her children, sa-rn her farmer which he is now smitten shall not be permitted to fall upon 
son; for him she hath not regard Yet I was born in the glint this country. That the markets of her well-paid producing 
of thy glory, and have worshipped thee above all else, only people shall not become the unprotected foraging ground of a 
God. My fathers, I, or my soIIB haTe been with thee in the world's greed; that her industries shall not lie prostrate and 
rage of battle, in every war of thine, since "American liberty her impoverished people sit in idleness; that her factory yards 
raised its first voice." Without murmur I sacrificed much that shall not be overgrown with weeds and the dwelling places 
thou shouldst float o-rnr a broader, more diversified, self- of the workman be abandoned to the owls. But-F.lag-Fare­
sustained, and free country. When inspiration was given to the well! 
sentiment of agricultural extension by the cry of " Free homes l\Ir. DALZELL. l\.Ir. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
for free men" and thy fair domain of matchless fertility was gentleman from Kansas [Mr. REES]. 
gh·en almost as free as heaven gives the air, alike to the Mr. REIDS. Mr. Chairman, we are told by our Democratic 
stranger and those born beneath thy folds, I thought only of friends that the people have �r�e�p�~�d�i�a�t�e�d� the Republican Party 
thy expanding domain, increasing strength, and glory. When and with it the doctrine of protection, and the advocates of 
this agricultural expansion bore heavily upon me and subjected free trade are urging the immediate passage of this so-called 
me to increasing penury, I obeyed the mandate, "Go West and farmers' free-list bill, not because it is all the free trade they 
grow up with the country." Gathering my family about me, �p�r�o�p�o�~� to give us, but they hand this to us with an apology 
with heavy hearts and with tears, but not without hope, we because it is all they have ready to offer now. 
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The country did rebuke the Republican Party at the last elec­
tion. It did deprive the Republicans of control in this Chamber, 
and it is well for us to recognize that there was an adequate 
cause for this political upheaval. Did the country mean that 
the doctrine of protection was obsolete and that, reversing the 
great policy which it had followed with some interruptions for 
a hundred years, it had set its face squarely toward free trade? 
I do not believe it. I do not believe that the tariff, vastly im­
portant though it was and still is, was the problem uppermost 
in the minds of the people. I believe that trust control con­
cerned them more. Indeed, I believe that the interest felt in 
the tariff was becau e it was felt that monopoly was sometimes 
sheltering itself behind our revenue laws. 

From the days of Hamilton the country has been told by all 
the great advocates of protection that, though a tariff were 
higher than necessary to afford protection, if an evil at all 
it was but a temporary one, because, while it might afford 
an opportunity for the home producers to raise their prices 
higher than they ought to be, this could 






























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































